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TESTIMONY  OF  CARTER  PAGE 


Thursday,  November  2,  2017 


U.S.  House  of  Representatives, 

Permanent  Select  Committee  on  Intelligence, 
Washington,  D.C. 


The  committee  met,  pursuant  to  call,  at  9:40  a.m.,  in  Room  HVC-304,  the  Capitol, 
the  Honorable  K.  Michael  Conaway  presiding. 


Present:  Representatives  Conaway,  King,  LoBiondo,  Rooney,  Ros-Lehtinen, 
Turner,  Wenstrup,  Crawford,  Gowdy,  Stefanik,  Hurd,  Schiff,  Himes,  Sewell,  Carson,  Speier, 
Quigley,  Swalwell,  Castro,  and  Heck. 
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MR.  CONAWAY:  A  quorum  being  present,  the  committee  will  come  to  order. 

I  would  like  to  welcome  our  witness,  Dr.  Carter  Page.  Thank  you  for  being  with  us 
today.  As  a  reminder  to  our  members,  we  are  and  will  remain  in  open  session.  This 
hearing  will  address  only  unclassified  matters.  Although  this  hearing  is  closed,  a 
transcript  will  be  produced  and  released  to  the  public. 

Before  we  begin,  I  would  like  to  take  a  few  housekeeping  matters.  First,  without 
objection,  I  move  that  each  side  shall  be  given  30  minutes  each  to  ask  Dr.  Page  questions. 
At  the  end  of  each  60-minute  interval,  I  will  ask  unanimous  consent  to  continue  the 
alternating  30-minute  rounds. 

Without  further  objection,  the  chair  is  authorized  to  declare  a  recess  of  the 
committee  at  any  time. 

At  this  time,  I  would  like  the  witness  to  raise  his  right  hand. 

Do  you  solemnly  swear  or  affirm  that  the  testimony  you  will  give  the  committee  will 
be  the  truth,  the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth,  so  help  you  God? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  do. 

MR.  CONAWAY:  Thank  you. 

Dr.  Page,  before  I  give  you  the  opportunity  to  make  a  brief  opening  statement,  I 
would  like  to  cover  some  basic  information  as  well  as  provide  you  with  the  ground  rules 
regarding  today's  hearing.  First,  the  record  today  will  reflect  that  the  committee  sent  you 
a  letter  on  May  the  9th,  2017,  May  of  2017,  requesting  that  you  produce  documents  and 
appear  before  the  committee  for  a  voluntary  interview. 

You  responded  by  a  letter,  dated  May  22nd,  a  copy  of  which,  without  objection,  will 
be  entered  and  included  in  the  record. 

[The  information  follows:] 
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GLOBAL  ENERGY  CAPITAL  LLC 


BY  CERTIFIED  U.S.  AND  ELECTRONIC  MATT. 

The  Honorable  K.  Michael  Conaway  and  Adam  Schiff 

U.S.  House  of  Representatives 

Permanent  Select  Committee  on  Intelligence  (HPSCI) 

Capitol  Visitor  Center  HVC-304 
US  Capitol  Building 
Washington,  DC  20515 

Dear  Congressman  Conaway  and  Congressman  Schiff: 

Thank  you  for  your  recent  correspondence  requesting  information  regarding  government  active 
measures  directed  at  the  2016  U.S.  election.  In  support  of  your  ongoing  efforts  and  to  help  set 
the  stage  for  my  upcoming  testimony  before  your  Committee,  I  am  pleased  to  present  this  initial 
collection  of  evidence  to  HPSCI  which  should  significantly  contribute  to  the  discovery  offsets 
within  your  investigation’s  publicly  announced  parameters.  Having  apparently  come  up  with 
limited  substance  thus  far,  much  of  the  other  ongoing  discourse  on  matters  related  to  Russia  in  * 
both  chambers  of  the  U.S .  Congress  as  well  as  throughout  our  great  country  has  become 
desperately  all-encompassing  and  increasingly  tangential.  This  race  to  the  bottom  in  terms  of 
irrelevancy  has  often  only  created  further  confusion  in  and  damage  to  America.  Rather  than 
assist  in  the  actual  pursuit  of  truth,  the  deceptive  smokescreen  of  leaks  has  further  exacerbated 
current  misunderstandings  since  most  of  that  dialogue  has  remained  behind  a  selective  cloud  of 
partial  secrecy. 

But  in  contrast,  HPSCI’ s  four  highly-focused  and  analytic  questions  as  set  for  your  investigation 
on  March  1, 2017,  reflect  a  distinct  level  of  thoughtfulness  and  offer  a  constructive  framework 
for  analysis.  I  greatly  appreciate  this  opportunity  to  help  set  the  record  straight  on  each  of  these 
four  points  following  the  false  evidence,  other  illegal  activities  as  well  as  additional  extensive 
lies  distributed  by  the  Clinton  campaign  and  then  transnational  associates.  Working  in 
coordination  with  the  Obama  Administration,  their  transnational  criminal  associates  which 
severely  defamed  me,  many  other  supporters  of  the  Trump  campaign  and  our  democracy  in 
general  should  hopefully  soon  gain  full  exposure.  Unlike  recent  misleading  illegal  leaks,  the 
proper  legal  procedures  of  disclosure  currently  underway  should  further  assist  in  this  process. 

As  per  discussions  with  the  HPSCI  Senior  Counsel  for  Counterterrorism  on  Friday,  I  tentatively 
look  forward  to  testifying  on  the  record  regarding  these  matters  before  your  Committee  on 
Tuesday,  June  6, 2017.  In  support  of  that  forthcoming  appearance,  I  have  recently  been  in 
contact  with  Deputy  Attorney  General  Rod  Rosenstein,  Special  Counsel  Robert  Mueller  and 
other  Justice  Department  officials  regarding  the  multiple  outstanding  requests  for  immediate 


Devin  Nunes  and  Adam  Schiff,  “Intelligence  Committee  Chairman,  Ranking  Member 
Establish  Parameters  for  Russia  Investigation,”  House  Permanent  Select  Committee  on 
Intelligence  website,  March  1, 2017, 

rhttp://intellinence,house.go\7news/documentsinale.aspx?DocLimenttD=7671 
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release  of  the  illegitimate  FISA  warrants  that  were  allegedly  filed  by  the  Obama  Administration 
against  me  in  2016.  My  personal  appeals  for  public  disclosure  have  echoed  recent  loud  cries 
across  America  s  political  spectrum  from  left  to  right,  including  the  American  Civil  Liberties 
Union  (ACLU)  and  Judicial  Watch  (JW).2 3  The  Privacy  Act  of  1974  includes  provisions  which, 
Grant  individuals  the  right  to  seek  amendment  of  agency  records  maintained  on  themselves 
upon  a  showing  that  the  records  are  not  accurate,  relevant,  timely,  or  complete.”4  As  a  major 
affront  to  our  democracy,  the  complete  mockery  that  the  Obama  Administration  allegedly  made 
of  the  2016  election  makes  such  immediate  steps  essential  today. 

Whereas  I  have  never  done  anything  wrong  in  Russia,  no  documents,  records,  electronically 
stored  information  including  email,  communication,  recordings,  data  and  tangible  things  could 
reasonably  lead  to  the  discovery  of  any  facts  within  the  investigation’s  publicly  announced 
parameters  as  it  relates  to  actions  by  the  Russian  government.  As  further  proof  of  this  reality,  the 
forthcoming  documents  related  to  my  alleged  FISA  warrant  that  currently  remain  somewhat 
classified  and,  temporarily  withheld  from  the  public  bv  the  U.S.  Government  should  snnn 
lead  to  the  discovery  of  a  plethora  of  highly  relevant  facts  within  the  investigation’s 
publicly  announced  parameters  once  disclosed.  In  the  immortal  words  of  Judge  Robert  Bork, 
an  “intellectual  feast”  at  the  time  of  their  release. 

Although  I  understand  that  my  forthcoming  testimony  might  be  held  behind  closed  doors,  I 
would  request  that  some  form  of  live  public  access  may  be  allowed.  For  example,  either  five- 
streamed  Via  the  internet,  on  public-access  television  or  perhaps  C-SPAN-8.  It  is  important  that 
the  American  public  have  an  opportunity  to  hear  the  truth  following  the  outrageous  allegations 
that  have  been  made  against  me  on  behalf  of  the  Clinton  campaign.  On  the  one  hand  and  despite 
a  historic  level  of  surveillance  last  year,  it  seems  understandable  that  keeping  the  failure  of  the 
Trump-collusion  conspiracy  theory  covered  up  might  offer  a  means  of  limiting  the 
embarrassment  of  this  dry  hole  dug  by  those  who  have  espoused  such  ideas.  But  since  many 


2  c  »  • 

“With  just  the  stroke  of  a  pen,  President  Trump  could  provide  the  public  with  the  information 
necessary  to  assess  his  Claims  that  the  Obama  administration  improperly  surveilled  him  and  his 
associates.”  Neema  Singh  Guliani,  “How  Trump  Can  Show  Us  Whether  He  Was  Spied  On,” 
ACLU  Washington  Markup  Blog,  April  13, 2017.  fillips ://vvw\v.acl u.oro:/hlo»/vvash inaton-  ’ 
inarkup/how-trump-can-shovv-us-whether-he-was-SDied] 

3  Press  Room,  “Judicial  Watch  Sues  for  FBI  Records  on  UK  ‘Trump  Dossier’,”  Judicial  Watch, 
May  16, 2017.  rhttp://www.iudicialwatch.orix/pi-ess-room/press-i-eleases/iLidicial-watch-sues-fhi- 
records- uk-triim  p-doss  ier/] 

“Hillary  Clinton’s  national  security  crimes  included  running  the  most  highly  classified  material 
the  U.S,  possesses  across  her  outlaw  server  without  legal  consequence.  If  Communications 
Intelligence  is  used  as  a  partisan  political  weapon  without  people  going  to  jail,  we  will  have 
crossed  the  point  of  no  return  for  institutional  corruption  in  our  government,  our  intelligence 
services  and  law  enforcement.”  Chris  Farrell,  “On  Watch:  Episode  1 1  -  ‘Corrupt  Weaponizing 
of  Intelligence  Collection’,”  Judicial  Watch,  March  28, 2017. 
rhtLp://wvvvv.iudicialw;Uch.oi'o/press-room/press-releascs/\vatch-cDisodc-l  1-corrupt- 
weapo  ni  zi  ng-jnte  1  line  nce-co  1 1  ec t  ion/) 

4  Office  of  Justice  Programs,  Bureau  of  Justice  Assistance.  “Privacy  Act  of  1974,  5  U.S.G,  § 
552a,”  U.S.  Department  of  Justice,  rhttps.7/it.oip.gov/PriVacvLibertv/atithorities/statutes/12791 
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members  of  your  Committee  seem  legitimately  interested  in  getting  to  the  bottom  of  this  whole 
story,  it  is  only  fair  that  some  sort  of  a  public-hearing  might  be  similarly  offered.  The  country 
deserves  an  opportunity  to  hear  my  defense  after  the  severely  defamatory  testimony  by  Mr. 

Comey  in  front  of  your  Committee  on  national  television  in  loyal  support  of  the  Clinton/Obama 
regime. 

As  reported  in  an  unfortunate  front-page  Washington  Post  article  about  the  civil  rights  abuses 
committed  against  me  which  you  might  have  seen:  “Applications  for  FISA  warrants,  Comey 
said,  are  often  thicker  than  his  wrists,  and  that  thickness  represents  all  the  work  Justice 
Department  attorneys  and  FBI  agents  have  to  do  to  convince  a  judge  that  such  surveillance  is 
appropriate  in  an  investigation.”5  If  his  thickness  is  indeed  the  case  for  my  FISA  warrant,  it  will 
inevitably  be  filled  with  a  potpourri  of  falsehoods  from  the  Clinton/Obama  regime  which’ 
fabricated  this  travesty  from  the  outset.  For  the  United  States  to  end  the  continued  delusional 
charade  regarding  Russia’s  connections  with  the  new  Administration,  it  is  essential  to  gain  public 
access  to  these  related  documents  as  a  matter  of  the  highest  urgency  in  preparation  for  my 
planned  testimony.  Any  assistance  that  HPSCI  might  be  able  to  provide  by  further  encouraging 
the  federal  authorities  to.  expedite  this  matter  in  advance  of  our  tentative  meeting  on  June  6 
would  be  greatly  appreciated,  both  by  me  and  innumerable  Americans. 

While  initial  steps  have  previously  been  taken  by  members  of  Congress  to  get  to  the  bottom  of 
these  civil  rights  injustices,  Senator  Grassley,  Senator  Feinstein,  Senator  Graham  and  other 
distinguished  members  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  Congress  have  expressed  related 
concerns  about  potential  wrongdoing  by  the  U.S.  Department  of  Justice  and  the  FBI  in  2016.  In 
the  wake  of  recent  decisions  by  former  Obama  Administration  appointees  including  Mr.  Comey 
which  may  potentially  limit  their  ability  to  carry  out  their  role  as  members  of  their  Committee, 
they  have  noted  the  constraint  on  their  capabilities  as,  “The  FBI’s  primary  oversight  committee 
with  broad  jurisdiction  over  federal  law  enforcement,  FISA  and  the  nomination  of  the  next  FBI 
director.”6 

Last  week,  Senator  Lindsey  Graham  also  noted,  “Congress  has  pretty  much  been  sidelined,  not 
completely,  but  pretty  much/’7  His  comments  related  to  the  recent  appointment  of  Special 


Ellen  Nakashima,  Devlin  Barrett  and  Adam  Entous,  "FBI  obtained  FISA  warrant  to  monitor 
Trump  adviser  Carter  Page"  Washington  Post,  April  12, 2017. 

[htt^/Aywvv.vvashint’tonpost.com/world/national-securitv/fbi-obtained-fisa-warranl-to-mnniinr- 
former-trump-adviser-caiIer-page/201 7/04/1 1/620 192ea-l  cQc-1  Ie7-ad74- 
3a742a6e93a7  story,  htmil 

News  Releases,  “Grassley,  Feinstein  Extremely  Disappointed  with  Comey’s  Refusal  to 
Testify  before  Judiciary  Committee,”  Senator  Chuck  Grassley  Website,  May  19, 2017. 

[hftps://www.grassley.senate,gov/news/news-releases/grasslev-feinstein-exi:i‘eme]V"disanpniiiiecl- 
comey  Vref usal-testi fy- judiciary]  “U.S.  Senator  Lindsey  Graham  (R-South  Carolina)  on  Former 
FBI  Director  Comey’s  Decision  to  Testify  before  the  Senate  Intelligence  Committee  and  not  the 
Judiciary  Committee,”  official  Twitter  feed  for  Senator  Lindsey  Graham,  May  19,  2017. 

^https://twiuer.com/LindsevGrahamSC/statiis/865732003634851 840] 

Erin  Kelly,  “Sen.  Lindsey  Graham  says  FBI's  Russia  probe  may  block  testimony  to 
Congress,”  USA  Today,  May  18, 2017. 
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Counsel  Mueller  and  the  legal  jeopardy  this  may  create  for  some  Americans  who  have  been 
swept  up  in  the  ongoing  witch  bunt.  But  as  President  Trump  noted  at  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Academy  commencement  last  Wednesday:  “Over  the  course  of  your  life,  you  will  find  that 
things  are  not  always  fair.  You  will  find  that  things  happen  to  you  that  you  do  not  deserve  and 
that  are  not  always  warranted.  But  you  have  to  put  your  head  down  and  fight,  fight,  fight. 

Never,  ever,  ever  give  up.  Things  will  work  out  just  fine.”8  By  all  accounts,  the  Clinton/Obama 
regime’s  fake  FISA  warrant  targeting  me  for  exercising  my  First  Amendment  rights  is  the  most 
unwarranted  abuse  of  power  that  I  and  most  Americans  have  witnessed  in  any  election 
throughout  our  lifetimes.  We  must  get  to  the  bottom  of  this  as  quickly  and  efficiently  as 
possible.  I  cannot  underscore  enough  the  need  for  transparency  surrounding  last  year’s  apparent 
transgressions  by  the  U.S.  Government  which  HPSCI  is  helping  to  expose. 


I  hope  that  my  answers  to  your  four  strategic  questions  below  helps  to  partially  fill  that  gap: 


A)  Russian  Government  (the  so-called  “Putin  regime”*) 


Although  I  played  no  role  in  any  government  active  measures  in  the  2016  election  other 
than  being  a  target  of  the  Obama  Administration’s  efforts  to  support  Mrs.  Clinton’s 
campaign,  the  only  discussion  I  can  recall  where  WikiLeaks  even  tangentially  came  up  with  any 
Russian  occurred  on  the  afternoon  of  Monday,  October  24, 20 16.  In  the  moments  before 
recording  a  TV  interview10  at  RT’s  studios  in  London  where  I  was  visiting  for  a  few  days  on  my 
way  to  Johannesburg,  the  host  and  staff  mentioned  in  passing  that  the  news  they  saw  about 
WikiLeaks  in  the  U.K.  papers  seemed  like  it  might  potentially  be  interesting.  However,  they 
anecdotally  noted  in  passing  that  it  was  unfortunate  that  there  was  no  way  to  efficiently  sort 
through  the  high  number  of  documents  Which  had  been  released.  Based  on  this  limited  verbal 
interaction,  it  seems  unlikely  that  Russian  entities  such  as  this  television  network  Were  in  any 
way  directly  involved  in  the  WikiLeaks  cyber  activity,  While  I  have  seen  no  definitive  evidence 
to  support  Ihe  January  6, 2017  intelligence  report,  my  highly  limited  personal  exposure  to  related 


f  https://www.usatoclav.com/siorv/news/politics/201 7/05/1 8/sen-lindsev-graham-savs-'fbi-.russ-ia- 
probe-mav-block-testimonv-conaress/1 01 842270/] 

8  Office  of  the  Press  Secretary,  “Remarks  by  President  Trump  at  United  States  Coast  Guard 
Academy  Commencement  Ceremony,”  White  House  website.  May  17, 2017. 

rhttps://www.  whitehoiise.gov/the-press-Qffice/2017/05/17/remarks-pfesident-trunm-united- 
states-coast-miard-academv-commcnccment] 

9  Devin  Nunes  and  Adam  Schiff,  “Intelligence  Committee  Chairman,  Ranking  Member 
Establish  Parameters  for  Russia  Investigation,”  House  Permanent  Select  Committee  on 
Intelligence  website,  March  1,  2017. 

rhttp://intelligence.house.gov/news/docurnentsingle.aspx?DocumentlD=767] 

0  Going  Underground  RT  clip,  YouTube,  October  29, 2016. 

rhttps://www.voutube.com/watch?v=0WEqGT03En8] 


4 


issues  seems  to  point  to.  a  fundamentally  different  conclusion  regarding  potential  Russian 
involvement. 

Aside  from  this  very  limited  exposure  to  such  potential  topics  which  may  speculatively  suggest 
this  opposite  conclusion  from  that  suggested  by  Obama  Administration  officials,  I  have  no 
personaljnformation  that  the  Russian  government  or  anyone  associated  with  it  plaved  any 
role  in  the  2016  U.S.  election.  Furthermore,  during  my  visits  to  Moscow  in  July  2016  and 
December  20 16, 1  was  never  approached  by  any  Russian  official  or  person  associated  with  the 
Russian  government  who  led  me  to  in  any  way  believe  they  had  some  intention  to  negatively 
impact  the  U.S.  Government  or  the  2016  election  which  the  Obama  Administration  was  severely 
manipulating. 


By  comparison,  during  the  opening  remarks  of  Senator  Sheldon  Whitehouse  at  a  Senate 
Judiciary  Subcommittee  on  Crime  and  Terrorism  meeting  earlier  this  month,  he  presented  a 
helpful  table  for  thinking  about  government  active  measures  directed  at  the  2016  U.S.  election.11 


B)  U.S.  Government  (the  Clinton/Obama  regime) 


As  stated  in  my  response  to  Question  LA)  above,  nothing  I  have  personally  seen  direct  evidence 
of  in  a  Russian  context  during  2016  matches  any  of  Senator  Whitehouse’s  specific  criteria. 
However,  based  on  his  same  analytic  framework,  below  is  a  summary  of  the  Clinton/Obama 
Regime  Toolbox  used  in  meddling  in  the  2016  election  as  per  my  direct  personal  experiences 
which  that  I  describe  in  the  answers  to  your  subsequent  investigatory  questions  below: 


“Opening  Remarks  of  Senator  Sheldon  Whitehouse  (D-RI),  Senate  Judiciary  Subcommittee 
on  Crime  and  Terrorism,  May  8, 20 1 7,”  Senator  Whitehouse  website. 

fhtt  ps ://  www.  whi  leho  use.senate.  go  v/imo/media/doc/20 1 7-05- 
08%20SJCCT%20hearing%2Qooening%20remarks%20as%20del  ivered.pdf) 
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Propaganda,  Fake 

News 

Yes 

gagglll 

2016  Dodgy  Dossier  saturated  private  media 
since  August  2016;  RFE/RL  repeats. 

Hacking  and  theft  of 
political  information 

V 

' 

Yes,  if  unjustified  FISA  warrant  news  proves 
to  be  correct 

Timed  leaks  of 
damaging  material 

Felony  #1:  Illegal  leaking  of  “Male-1” 
identity 

Felony  #2:  Illegal  leaking  of  unjustified  FISA 
warrant  identity 

Assassination  and 
political  violence 

Yes,  threats  to  my  life  following  Clinton 
campaign  fake  news  &  commentary 

Investment  control  in 
key  economic  sectors 

V 

Coercion  related  to  miniscule  Gazprom  ADR 
investment  following  gangster  tactics  by 
Harry  Reid 

Shady  business  / 
financial  ties 

V 

Cash  payoffs  related  to  2016  Dodgy  Dossier 
(Clinton  associates  <->  Steele) 

Corrupting/ 

compromising 

politicians 

V 

Cash  payoffs  related  to  2016  Dodgy  Dossier 
(U.S.  Government  <->  Steele) 

Although  I  still  do  not  have  sufficient  information  at  this  stage  while  I  await  the  aforementioned 
disclosure  regarding  the  Obama  Administration’s  actions  taken  against  me  in  this  regard,  Senator 
Grassley,  Senator  Graham  and  others  members  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee have  taken 
initial  positive  steps  to  help  address  the  genuinely  problematic  active  measures  by  the  U.S. 
Government  with  foreign  entities  during  the  Obama  Administration  which  unsuccessfully  sought 
to  influence  last  year’s  election.  These  matters  are  further  described  in  my  response  to  HPSCI 
Investigation  Question  2.B),  below.12 


12  Catherine  Herridge,  Pamela  K.  Browne  and  Cyd  Upson,  “Comey  pressed  for  anti-Trump 
dossier  in  classified  Russia  report,  sources  say,”  Fox  News,  May  05, 2017. 

fhttp://wvvvv,  foxnevvs.com/politics/2Q17/Q5/05/comev-pi~essed-for-anti-trumD-dossier-in- 
classitled-russia-report-sourees-sav.htmll 
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A)  Russian  Government  (the  so-called  “Putin  regime”) 

I  have  had  extensive  experiences  in  Russia  and  with  Russian  people  since  the  final  days  of  the 
Soviet  era  in  1991  when  I  first  visited  as  a  U.S.  Naval  Academy  Midshipman,  I  personally  saw 
no  active  measures  by  the  Russian  government  or  other  foreign  entities  to  interfere  in  anv 
political  campaigns  whatsoever  -  neither  last  year  nor  at  any  point  throughout  mv  life. 

Nonetheless,  one  way  to  protect  the  United  States  more  effectively  is  to  recognize  that  the 
American  understanding  of  Russia  and  other  countries  remains  woefully  inadequate.  Most  often 
this  has  been  based  on  outdated  stereotypes.  Worse  yet,  in  many  instances  this  understanding 
may  have  no  basis  in  reality  whatsoever  as  we  have  increasingly  seen  over  recent 
months.  Because  of  this  ignorance  and  as  I  have  personally  experienced  throughout  the  course 
of  the  past  year,  the  U.S.  Government  and  media  is  easily  manipulated  by  individuals,  groups 
and  other  countries  who  do  not  put  American  interests  first.  The  publicly-released  finHinog  by 
Obama  Administration  intelligence  officials  including  James  Comey  seem  to  be  based  on 
inferences  drawn  from  their  personal  beliefs  about  Russian  President  Vladimir  Putin’s 
motivations  about  which  they  have  little  or  no  actual  knowledge  or  understanding. 

If  our  government  had  a  better  understanding  of  Russia  and  the  way  business  is  now  conducted 
in  Russia,  the  2016  Dodgy  Dossier  which  alleged  I  should  have  received  a  multibillion-dollar 
bribe  after  President  Trump’s  victory  in  November  would  have  been  immediately  dismissed  as  a 
work  of  fiction  by  these  supposed  subj  ect-matter  experts. 

B)  U.S.  Government  (the  Clinton/Obama  regime)  _ _ _ 


In  Congressman  Schiffs  opening  statement  on  March  20, 2017,  the  Ranking  Member  very 
directly  addressed  related  abuses  by  foreign  entities  during  the  2016  U.S.  election.  This 
represented  a  highly  relevant  instance  of  external  interference  given  the  transnational  actor 
Steele’s  connection  to  Obama  Administration  officials  and  U.S.  Government  agents  under  their 
command  which  originally  assisted  in  misleading  him: 

“According  to  Christopher  Steele,  a  British  —  a  former  British  intelligence  officer,  who 
is  reportedly  held  in  high  regard  by  U.S.  intelligence,  Russian  sources  tell  him  that  Page 
has  also  had  a  secret  meeting  with  Igor  Sechin,  CEO  of  the  Russian  gas  giant,  Rosneft. 
Sechin  is  reported  to  be  a  former  KGB  agent  and  close  friend  of  Putin's ....  Is  it  a 
coincidence  that  the  Russian  gas  company,  Rosneft,  sold  a  19  percent  share  after  former 
British  intelligence  officer  Steele  was  told  by  Russian  sources  that  Carter  Page  was 
offered  fees  on  a  deal  of  just  that  size?”13 


13  Rowan  Scarborough,  “Desperate  Dems  cling  to  discredited  spy  dossier  to  link  Trump  to 
Russians,”  The  Washington  Times,  March  21, 2017. 

[http://www.washinatontimes.com/nevvs/2G  17/mar/2.1./discredited-dossier-detai.ling-tmmD- 
russian-collus/1 


The  fact  that  Steele  is  “held  in  high  regard  by  U.S.  intelligence”  seems  to  provide  further 
supporting  evidence  of  the  extensive  collusion  between  this  transnational  Clinton  associate  and 
the  Obama  Administration,  as  U.S.  Government  agencies  allegedly  supported  their  domestic 
political  intelligence  operation. 

Amongst  many  other  complete  lies  that  originated  from  that  foreign  entity  in  his  2016  Dodgy 
Dossier,  this  above-mentioned  excerpt  regarding  the  Rosneft  sale  from  the  highly  inaccurate 
document  concocted  by  the  political  consultant  associated  with  the  Clinton  campaign  Mr.  Steele 
remained  one  of  the  primary  false  allegations  against  me  throughout  much  of  last  year.  Yet  a 
month  after  the  election,  Switzerland-based  Glencore  pic  was  revealed  as  the  actual  buyer  of  that 
stake  in  December  2016  -  a  company  founded  by  Marc  Rich.  With  respect  to  potential 
coincidences  as  Representative  Schiff  alluded  to  on  March  20,  please  note  that  I  have  never  met 
with  any  member  of  Glencore’s  executive  management.  But  there  is  someone  who 
coincidentally  has  had  an  exceptionally  close  relationship  with  Glencore’s  top  management  via 
its  founder.  For  further  background,  I  would  refer  you  to  the  2001  proceedings  before  the  House 
of  Representatives  Committee  on  Government  Reform  regarding  “The  Controversial  Pardon  of 
International  Fugitive  Marc  Rich”  which  provides  extensive  related  details.  As  then- 
Representative  Bemie  Sanders  said  during  those  hearings: 

“I  think  it  is  important  that  we  have  this  hearing,  that  we  learn  about  what  Mr.  Clinton 
did  and  his  terrible  lapse  in  judgment,  but  if  we  are  going  to  talk  about  money  in  politics, 
let’s  talk  about  money  in  politics,  the  influence  that  money  had  On  Mr.  Clinton.  ..”14 

Congressman  Schiff  has  recently  warned  of  the  potential  for  any,  “deeply  disturbing  pattern  of 
distraction,  distortion  and  downright  fabrication”  in  the  ongoing  investigations  in  the  2016 
election.15  You  will  find  that  any  objective  comparison  of  the  false  allegations  against  me 
regarding  my  supposed  role  in  the  Rosneft  transaction  and  the  actual  acquirer’s  long  history  of 
relations  with  Clinton  campaign  associates  may  stand  as  the  quintessential  example  of  the  exact 
kind  of  disturbing  pattern  that  you  caution  against.  I  will  address  this  matter  further  in  the 
context  of  my  initial  response  to  HPSCI  Investigation  Question  #4,  below  (“What  possible  leaks 
of  classified  information  took  place  related  to  the  Intelligence  Communi  ty  Assessment  of  these 
matters?”). 


To  help  further  illustrate  how  disgraceful  this  process  of  the  U.S.  Government’s  active  measures 
with  foreign  entities  was  during  the  Obama  Administration,  it  is  also  worth  recalling  some  of  last 
year’s  final  misdeeds  by  former  Gang  of  Eight  member  Harry  Reid.  Characteristic  of  some  of 
the  ongoing  investigations  which  he  helped  instigate  with  Comey  and  typical  of  his  personal 
level  of  integrity,  Mr.  Reid  has  previously  stated  that  making  prior  false  claims  without  any 
evidence  during  the  preceding  U.S.  Presidential  election  in  2012  was  “one  Of  the  best  things  I’ve 


14 

[lltp.s://t!pload.wikimediani:aAvik:ipedici/coininons/ 1/1 2/200 1  The  Controversial  Pardon  oi‘  International  Fu 
ajUve  Marc  Rich.pdf 

1 5  Darlene  Superville,  “Trump  enlists  Congress,  ex-intel  chief  denies  wiretapping,”  PBS 
Newshour,  Match  5,  2017.  [littp://vv\vw.pb$.ora/news'hou.i'/rundovvn/trump’-enlistg;-cQnEress-cx~intcl-chicf-- 
denies-wiretappirm/] 


8 


ever  done.”16  Although  this  is  obviously  almost  the  exact  same  thing  which  again  happened 
against  me  and  the  Trump  campaign  last  year,  it  is  my  hope  that  HPSCI  might  help  restore  the 
dignity  of  the  U.S.  Intelligence  Committee  and  indeed  the  U.S.  Congress  by  moving  beyond  the 
standards  of  such  gangster  tactics  and  the  transnational  veritable  organized  crime  network  that 
Reid  leveraged  during  the  Clinton/Obama  regime.17 

In  addition  to  his  standing  as  one  of  the  early  promoters  of  the  2016  Dodgy  Dossier  by  illicit 
foreign  entities,  Harry  Reid  simultaneously  further  incited  a  federal  case  out  of  other  complete 
nonsense  by  asking  Director  Comey  to  investigate  my  investments  in  Gazprom  and  supposed 
conflicts  of  interest  this  might  create. 18  Given  the  complete  disaster  that  the  Clinton/Obama 
regime  made  of  U.S. -Russia  relations  and  the  related  problems  they  inflicted  on  private  industry 
across  the  Russian  economy,  I  held  no  other  financial  or  real  estate  holdings  related  to  Russia 
during  the  period  of  the  U.S.  presidential  campaigns  other  than  this  miniscule  stake  of 
Gazprom’s  American  Depository  Receipts. 

Demonstrating  the  extreme  loyalty  which  James  Comey  maintained  for  the  Clinton/Obama 
regime,  it  is  worth  noting  that  neither  he  nor  any  other  member  of  the  U.S.  intelligence 
community  ever  responded  in  2016  to  my  letter  clarifying  the  facts  in  these  matters  (below). 


16  Chris  Cillizza,  “Harry  Reid  lied  about  Mitt  Romney’s  taxes.  He’s  still  not  sorry,”  Washington 
Post,  September  15, 2016.  ihttps://www.washingtonpost.cOm/news/the-fix/wp/2016/09/15/hany- 
reid-lied-about-mitt-romneys-taxes-hes-still-not-sorry/]  Ben  Terris,  “T  hate  palm  trees’:  The 
sentimental  journey  of  Harry  Reid,”  Washington  Post,  September  14, 2016. 

Pntps://www.  washinatonpost.com/lifestvle/sivie/i-liate-palm-trees-the-sentimental-iournev-of- 
harrv-reid/20 1 6/09/1 4/afcfc6bc-7301  -ne6-be4f-3f42f2e5a49e  storv.btmil 

17  Particularly  in  light  of  the  alleged  collusion  with  the  2016  Dodgy  Dossier  author  in  the  U.K., 
they  precisely  match  the  definition  of  Transnational  Organized  Crime:  “Those  self-perpetuating 
associations  of  individuals  who  operate  transnationally  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  power, 
influence,  and  monetary  and/or  commercial  gains,  wholly  or  in  part  by  illegal  means,  while 
protecting  their  activities  through  a  pattern  of  corruption...” 

“Transnational  Organized  Grime;  Glossary  of  Terms,”  FBI  website. 
fhttps://www.  fbi.gov/investigate/omanized-crimei 

1 8  Minority  Leader  Harry  Reid  letter  to  Director  Comey,  August  27, 20 1 6 . 

rhttps://assets.documentcioiid.om/documents/3035844/Reid-Letier-to-Comev.pdfl 
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September  25, 2016 

The  Honorable  James  Comey 
Director  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 
935  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW 
Washington,  DC  20535 

Dear  Director  Comey: 

I  am  writing  to  request  the  FBI’s  prompt  end  of  the  reported  inquiry  regarding  my  personal  trip 
to  Russia  in  July  2016 -an  investigation  which  has  been  widely  mentioned  in  the  media.  In  this 
regard,  I  wanted  to  provide  you  with  a  few  basic  facts  which  should  help  underscore  what  a 
complete  waste  of  time  this  witch-hunt  directed  at  me  is. 

As  you  may  be  aware,  the  source  of  these  accusations  is  nothing  more  than  completely  false 
media  reports.  Yet  for  die  record,  I  have  not  met  this  year  with  any  sanctioned  individual  in 
Russia  or  any  other  country  despite  the  fact  that  there  are  no  restrictions  on  U.S.  persons 
speaking  with  such  individuals. 

I  understand  that  my  stake  in  PJSC  Gazprom  has  also  been  brought  to  your  attention.  For  your 
information,  last  month  I  sold  my  American  Depository  Receipts  in  Gazprom.  At  this  time,  I 
maintain  no  holding  in  the  company  within  any  of  my  investment  entities  or  personal  accounts. 
My  prior  stake  in  Gazprom  which  I  divested  last  month  represented  a  de  minimis  equity 
investment  that  I  sold  at  a  loss.  It  is  hard  to  imagine  why  this  might  have  been  deemed  relevant, 
but  I  wanted  to  mention  it  since  you  were  asked  to  look  into  this  matter. 

In  bothering  the  Bureau  with  such  repeated  appeals,  the  parties  who  have  requested  my 
investigation  clearly  fail  to  appreciate  the  risks  they  create  for  America  with  these  shenanigans. 
Instead  of  allowing  the  staff  of  the  FBI  to  focus  the  nation’s  limited  resources  on  real  threats, 
these  desperate  and  unfounded  calls  for  my  investigation  as  a  private  citizen  to  advance  political 
interests  based  on  nothing  more  than  preposterous  mainstream  media  reports  is  a  true  disgrace. 

Having  interacted  with  members  of  the  U.S.  intelligence  community  including  the  FBI  and  CIA 
for  many  decades,  I  appreciate  the  limitations  on  your  staff’s  time  and  resources.  Although  I 
have  not  been  contacted  by  any  member  of  your  team  in  recent  months,  I  would  eagerly  await 
their  call  to  discuss  any  final  questions  they  might  have  in  the  interest  of  helping  them  put  these 
outrageous  allegations  to  rest  while  allowing  each  of  us  to  shift  our  attention  to  useful  matters. 
Thank  you  in  advance  for  your  consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Carter  Page _ _ _ _ _ 


I  was  never  subsequently  contacted  last  year  by  any  official  from  the  FBI  as  requested  in  the 
above  correspondence.  But  I  did  eventually  learn  that  an  intensive  domestic  political 
surveillance  operation  was  instead  initiated  on  behalf  of  the  Clinton70bama  regime. 
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In  concert  with  the  corrupt  Clinton/Obama  regime’s  practices  of  2016, 1  would  be  interested  to 
learn  if  indeed  similar  related  information  payoff  propositions  maybe  on  offer  in  this  instance. 

It  has  been  reported  that  $50,000  was  offered  by  the  U.S.  Government  to  the  transnational 
political  research  operatives  of  the  Clinton  campaign  —  apparently  a  special  treat  from  the  Obama 
Administration  to  supplement  whatever  undisclosed,  presumably  larger  amount  was  already  paid 
by  Clinton  associates  for  Steele’s  2016  Dodgy  Dossier.19  The  complete  lies  that  the  Dodgy 
Dossier  hastily  assembled  might  have  carried  potentially  disastrous  results  for  the  integrity  of  the 
2016  election  had  voters  fallen  for  their  dishonesty.  But  the  factual  information  which  I  will  be 
happy  to  provide  you,  assuming  my  illegitimate  FISA  warrant  is  disclosed  through  some 
government  transparency,  might  prove  infinitely  more  valuable  and  relevant. 


Based  on  extensive  reporting  related  to  the  completely  unjustified  civil  rights  abuses  committed 
against  me  in  2016,  there  is  a  widespread  need  to  protect  ourselves  in  the  future  from  similar 
illegal  violations  of  our  democracy  by  dishonest,  corrupt  politicians  in  the  homeland  seeking  to 
advance  their  personal  and  partisan  interests. 

Regarding  what  we  need  to  do  to  protect  ourselves  and  our  allies  in  the  future,  the  first  step  is 
greater  transparency.  With  the  changing  of  the  guard  at  the  FBI  and  other  U.S.  Intelligence 
Community  institutions,  this  process  has  already  begun.  However,  a  full  public  account  of  last 
year’s  civil  rights  crimes  particularly  as  it  relates  to  my  alleged  illegitimate  FISA  warrant  will 
prove  essential  in  this  process. 

In  your  March  20, 2017  hearing,  the  following  exchange  occurred: 

Congressman  Schiff:  Director  Comey,  I  want  to  begin  by  attempting  to  put  to  rest 
several  claims  made  by  the  president  about  his  predecessor,  namely  that  President  Obama 
wiretapped  his  phones.  So  that  we  can  be  precise,  I  want  to  refer  you  to  exactly  what  the 
president  said  and  ask  you  whether  there  is  any  truth  to  it. 

First,  the  president  claimed,  quote,  'Terrible.  Just  found  out  that  Obama  had  my  wires 
tapped  in  Trump  Tower  just  before  the  victory.  Nothing  found.  This  is  McCarthyism," 
unquote. 

Director  Comey,  was  the  president’s  statement  that  Obama  had  his  wires  tapped  in  Trump 
Tower  a  true  statement? 


1 9  Chuck  Ross,  “Here’s  How  Much  The  FBI  Planned  To  Pay  Trump  Dossier  Author,”  Chuck 
Ross,  Daily  Caller,  April  22, 2017.  Thttn://dai  1  veal ler.com/2Q17/04/22/heres-hQW-much-tlie-ibi- 
planned-to-pav-triimp-dossier-aLttlior/| 
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Comey:  With  respect  to  the  president's  tweets  about  alleged  wiretapping  directed  at  him 
by  the  prior  administration,  I  have  no  information  that  supports  those  tweets  and  we  have 
looked  carefully  inside  the  FBI.  The  Department  of  Justice  has  asked  me  to  share  with 
you  that  the  answer  is  the  same  for  the  Department  of  Justice  and  all  its  components.  The 
department  has  no  information  that  supports  those  tweets.20 

Based  on  revelations  in  the  press  thus  far,  I  was  the  primary  known  person  allegedly  put  under 
the  most  intensive  surveillance  by  the  Obama  Administration  as  part  of  their  2016  domestic 
political  intelligence  operation.  Assuming  the  FISA  reports  in  the  Washington  Post,  New  York 
Times  and  other  publications  about  me  are  correct,  the  facts  should  help  dispel  the 
misinformation  that  Congressman  Schiff  and  other  members  of  your  Committee  received  during 
Comey’s  testimony.  To  the  contrary,  each  of  the  President’s  tweets  of  March  4, 2017  were 
entirely  correct  as  described  in  the  analysis  of  his  four  related  statements  that  day,  below: 

"TERRIBLE!  JUST  FOUND  OUT  THAT  OBAMA  HAD  MY  ‘WIRES  TAPPED’  IN 
TRUMP  TOWER  JTUST  BEFORE  THE  VICTORY.  NOTHING  FOUND.  THIS  IS 
MCCARTHYISM!" 


Although  I  stepped  away  from  my  role  as  an  informal,  unpaid  campaign  volunteer  in  the  wake  of 
the  Clinton  campaign’s  lies  based  on  the  2016  Dodgy  Dossier,  like  many  millions  of  Americans  I 
continued  my  support  as  a  member  of  the  Trump  movement  which  I  had  maintained  since  June 
2015. 

The  key  defense  that  former  Obama  Administration  appointees  including  James  Comey  might 
have  made  apparently  centers  on  the  word  “my”. 

In  the  English  language,  the  word  “my”  is  defined  as:  “belonging  to  or  ASSOCIATED  WITH 
the  speaker”  (emphasis  added).21  Although  I  previously  served  as  a  very  junior  member  of  the 
Trump  movement  who  didn’t  actually  have  any  direct  one-on-one  discussions  Or  meetings  with 
our  candidate,  I  have  been  labelled  as  a  “Trump  associate”  in  literally  thousands  of  media  articles 
and  television  programs.  This  labeling  largely  stemmed  from  consistent  mischaracterizations  by 
the  Clinton  associates  which  tried  to  smear  the  Trump  campaign  with  false  allegations  of 
improper  relationships  with  Russian  officials  which  never  actually  occurred. 

Furthermore,  in  order  to  properly  understand  his  personal  lexicon  which  stems  from  the  altruistic 
management  philosophy  of  President  Trump,  it  is  useful  bearing  in  mind  his  core  campaign 
philosophy.  Per  his  Election  Day  victory  speech: 


Washington  Post  Staff,  “Full  transcript:  FBI  Director  James  Comey  testifies  On  Russian 
interference  in  20 1 6  election,”  Washington  Post,  March  20, 20 1 7, 

rhttps;//www.  wash.inmo.npost.com/news/post-politics/wD/201 7/03/20/ful  l-lransci’ipt-lbi-direcior- 
james-comey-testifies-on-russian-interference-in-TO  16-election/) 

2 1  “My,”  Oxford  Dictionaries,  Oxford  Uni  versity  Press,  2017. 

fhUpsWen.oxTorddiclionaries.com/deimition/mv] 
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"As  I've  said  from  the  beginning,  ours  was  not  a  campaign  but  rather  an  incredible  and 
great  movement,  made  up  of  millions  of  hard-working  men  and  women  who  love  their 

country  and  want  a  better,  brighter  future  for  themselves  and  for  their  family . This  was 

tough.  This  political  stuff  is  nasty,  and  it  is  tough..,.  You've,  all  given  me  such  incredible 
support,  and  I  will  tell  you  that  we  have  a  large  group  of  people.  You  know,  they 
kept  saving  we  have  a  small  staff.  Not  so  small.  Look  at  all  of  the  people  that  we  have. 
Look  at  all  of  these  people."22 

Additionally,  then-candidate  Donald  J.  Trump  also  previously  explained  how  his  movement  was 
not  about  him  but  about  us  on  countless  other  occasions  last  year.  Again,  in  his  final  speech  at 
the  end  of  the  campaign  after  victory  had  been  declared,  President-elect  Trump  noted:  “I’ve  just 
received  a  call  from  Secretary  Clinton.  She  congratulated  us  —  it’s  about  us  —  on  our 
victory.”23 


"IS  IT  LEGAL  FOR  A  SITTING  PRESIDENT  TO  BE  ( WIRE  TAPPING'  A  RACE  FOR 
PRESIDENT  PRIOR  TO  AN  ELECTION?  TURNED  DOWN  BY  COURT  EARLIER.  A 
NEW  LOW!" 

Based  on  the  actual  facts  in  my  case  rather  than  the  false  information  provided  by  the  Clinton 
campaign  and  their  surrogates  in  the  U.S.  Government  last  year,  members  of  my  legal  team  have 
informed  me  that  the  alleged  actions  by  the  Obama  Administration  are  certainly  not  legal.  In 
order  to  prove  this  and  rather  than  continuing  the  current  cover-up,  access  to  the  information  that 
I  have  requested  from  the  U.S.  Department  of  Justice  will  be  essential. 


*TD  BET  A  GOOD  LAWYER  COULD  MAKE  A  GREAT  CASE  OUT  OF  THF.  TACT 
THAT  PRESIDENT  OBAMA  WAS  TAPPING  MY  PHONES  IN  OCTOBER.  JUST 
PRIOR  TO  ELECTION!" 

My  legal  team  has  confirmed  that  great  cases  can  be  made.  However,  in  order  to  do  so,  the 
information  requested  for  the  public  release  of  my  FISA  warrant  application  would  be  very 
helpful.  Of  greater  significance,  it  would  also  help  to  clear  up  the  wrongful  misunderstanding 
held  by  a  vast  proportion  of  the  American  public.  I  am  confident  that  HPSCI  will  contribute  to 
this  process. 


"HOW  LOW  HAS  PRESIDENT  OBAMA  GONE  TO  TAPP  MY  PHONES  DURING  THF 
VERY  SACRED  ELECTION  PROCESS.  THIS  IS  NIXON/WATERGATE.  BAD  (OR 
SICK)  GUY!" 


22 


“Transcript:  Donald  Trump’s  Victory  Speech,”  New  York  Times,  November  9, 2016. 
riittDs://www.nvtimes.com/2016/l  1/10/us/politics/trump-speech-transcript.htmi] 

3  “Transcript:  Donald  Trump’s  Victory  Speech,”  New  York  Times,  November  9, 2016. 

rhttps://www.nvtimes.com/2016/l  1/10/us/politics/tfump-speech-transcript.htmll 
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Having  previously  spoken  in  favor  of  some  of  Mr,  Trump  ’  s  policies  on  Fox  News  Group 
programs  during  the  2016  campaign24  and  given  the  peaceful  relationship  I  have  had  with 
Russian  citizens  for  many  decades  since  my  years  in  the  U.S.  Navy,  it  may  be  understandable 
why  I  would  be  the  primary  associated  political  target  if  such  sick  activities  had  indeed  been 
committed  as  alleged  in  the  previously  cited  media  reports  and  other  publications.  Although  I 
have  never  had  any  direct  relationship  or  meetings  with  President  Trump  despite  previously 
serving  as  an  informal,  unpaid  member  of  one  of  his  campaign’s  committees,  I  had  frequently 
dined  in  Trump  Grill,  had  lunch  in  Trump  Cafe,  had  coffee  meetings  in  the  Starbucks  at  Trump 
Tower,  attended  events  among  other  visits  in  2016.  As  a  sister  skyscraper  in  Manhattan,  my 
office  at  the  IBM  Building  (590  Madison  Avenue)  is  literally  linked  to  the  Trump  Tower 
building  by  an  atrium.  So  if  prior  media  reports  are  proved  to  be  correct  that  surveillance  was 
indeed  undertaken  against  me  and  other  Trump  supporters  according  to  the  FISA  documentation 
you  can  provide,  it  will  essentially  be  deemed  as  a  proven  fact  that  the  American  people’s 
concerns  that  Trump  Tower  was  under  surveillance  last  year  is  entirely  accurate.  Please  note  that 
my  mobile  phone  is  always  turned  on  and  with  me  24-hours  a  day,  except  when  I  am  in  airplane- 
mode  during  flights.  As  an  early  Trump  campaign  supporter  since  June  2015  and  a  proud 
member  of  the  historic  Make  America  Great  Again  movement,  yet  another  attack  against  me  of 
this  sort  may  well  have  been  a  de  facto  attack  against  the  citizen  who  would  eventually  become 
our  current  President  of  the  United  States.  Clearly,  such  potential  abuses  will  be  proven  or 
disproven  based  on  the  information  regarding  the  alleged  illegal  wiretapping  of  me  and  any 
associated  FISA  warrants  that  the  executive  branch  should  soon  provide. 

While  a  September  23, 2016  news  article  stated  that,  “U.S.  intelligence  agencies  have  also 
received  reports  that  Page  met  with  another  top  Putin  aide  while  in  Moscow,”25  it  wasn’t  until 
several  months  later  in  January  2017  that  the  source  of  this  false  evidence  became  fully  known: 
the  Dodgy  Dossier  prepared  on  behalf  of  the  "Hillary  for  America”  campaign.  As  a  potential 
severe  case  of  election  fraud,  any  FISA  warrant  would  help  ascertain  whether  criminal 
obstruction  of  justice  in  the  form  of  false  evidence  may  be  the  case.  After  the  report  by  Yahoo 
News,  the  Clinton  campaign  put  out  an  equally  false  press  release  just  minutes  after  the  article 
was  released  that  afternoon.2" 

Compounding  this  transnational  disinformation  initiative,  even  the  U.S.  Government-funded 
propaganda  outlets  echoed  the  lies  advanced  by  the  Clinton  campaign’s  Dodgy  Dossier  (again,  in 
contrast  to  what  Steele  himself  said  was  "never  supposed  to  be  made  public"22).  As  dutifully  * 


4  For  example:  Fox  Business,  August  1 6, 2016  rhttp://finance.vahoo.com/video/iaii-brewer- 
obama-not-concemed-224534-142.html'}:'  Fox  Business,  “Varney  &  Co.  ”  September  8, 2016. 

25  Michael  Isikoff,  “U.S.  intel  officials  probe  ties  between  Trump  adviser  and  Kremlin,”  Yahoo 
News,  September  23, 2016.  Pntps://www.Yahoo,com/ncws/u-s-iiitei-orficials-nrobe-ties- 
between-trunTO-adviser-ancl-kremlin-175046002.html] 

26  Hillary  for  America,  “Hillary  for  America  Statement  on  Bombshell  Report  About  Trump 
Aide’s  Chilling  Ties  To  Kremlin,”  September  23, 2016. 

rhttps://,wwvv'.hi]larYclinton.com/bricf)nc/statcmciits/2016/09/23/hillarv-for-america-staiemenl- 

on-bombshell-renon-about-trump-aidcs-chiHina-ties-to-kremlin/j 

27  Rowan  Scarborough,  “Ex-spy  admits  anti-Trump  dossier  unverified,  blames  Buzzfeed  for 
publishing,”  Washington  Times,  April  25,  2017. 
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recited  by  the  Obama  Administration-sponsored  Radio  Free  Europe  /  Radio  Liberty  news 
network  in  September  2016:  “Yahoo  News  cited  the  same  Western  intelligence  source  as  saying 
that  U.S.  intelligence  officials  have  received  reports  that  Page  has  also  met  with  Igor  Diveikin,  a 
right-hand  man  of  Vyacheslav  Volodin,  Putin's  first  deputy  chief  of  staff  and  a  key  architect  of 
Russia's  political  landscape  during  Putin's  third  term. 

Just  days  before  the  election,  the  same  U.S.  Government-funded  sources  repeated  these 
fabrications:  “Another  adviser.  Carter  Page,  reportedly  met  with  top  Kremlin  officials  including 
those  under  U.S.  sanctions.”29 

The  propagation  of  these  falsehoods  was  indeed  truly  state-sponsored  by  our  taxpayer  dollars 
with  Radio  Free  Europe/Radio  Liberty’s  FY  2016  budget  of  $108.4  million  in  direct  federal 
subsidies. 

To  help  further  put  in  context  how  outrageous  the  Clinton/Obama  regime’s  witch  hunt  has  been, 
it  is  worth  considering  the  similar  case  study  of  General  Flynn.  Frustrated  in  the  wake  of  her 
failed  attempt  to  circumvent  the  long-delayed  introduction  of  effective  immigration  policies  in 
the  United  States,  Sally  Yates  instead  turned  her  attention  to  destroying  the  career  of  a 
distinguished  American  and  potentially  damaging  the  stability  of  the  U.S.  Government. 

Although  I  have  never  met  General  Flynn,  his  recent  experiences  make  clear  that  any  minor 
variation  between  his  memory  of  a  conversation  during  a  vacation  on  the  beaches  of  the 
Dominican  Republic  vs.  the  in-depth  transcript  kept  by  the  deep  state  was  simply  concocted  as 
an  efficient  mechanism  of  framing  him  and  his  colleagues  for  severe  personal  damage.  Having 
been  falsely  accused  for  potential  “blackmail”  by  U.S.  officials  who  have  little  understanding  of 
the  inner  workings  of  the  Russian  government  myself,  I  have  a  deep,  firsthand  appreciation  of 
these  McCarthy-style  scare  tactics  despite  having  no  relationship  with  General  Flynn  myself. 

From  the  start,  this  entire  exercise  has  seemed  primarily  motivated  as  a  means  for  suppression  of 
dissent.  Even  Senator  Feinstein  admitted  recently:  “. .  .when  I  saw  a  three-star  general  in  front  of 
the  Republican  convention  shouting  ‘lock  her  up,’  I  thought,  oh  my  goodness.  This  would  never 
happen,  it  never  has  happened  before,  this  is  a  three-star  general  of  the  United  States  military 
doing  this  with  no  evidence.  And  it  made  a  big  impression  on  me.”30  Similar  to  my  experiences, 
the  retribution  for  this  exercise  Of  his  First  Amendment  rights  cuts  to  the  Core  of  the  matter.  In  ’ 
any  event,  the  preponderance  of  evidence  related  to  the  cases  General  Flynn  referred  to  during 
his  speech  in  Cleveland  greatly  exceeds  anything  in  the  2016  Dodgy  Dossier  which  eventually 


[llllPl//wwvv.vyaglTjngtontimes.com/nevvs/2017/aDf/25/christonher-Steele-admits-dossier-charge- 

unverified 

28  “Report:  U.S.  Intelligence  Officials  Examining  Trump  Adviser's  Russia  Ties,”  Radio  Free 
Europe  /  Radio  Liberty,  September  24, 2016.  fhtto ://www. rferl .o rg/a/renort-us-inte  1 1 inenoe- 

probes-trtmTP-acivisers-russia-ties-ki-emit)i/280r0062.html1 

9  Mike  Eckel,  “Reset  To  Overload:  Russia-U.S.  Ties  Have  Changed,  No  Matter  Who  Wins 
The  Election,”  Radio  Free  Europe  /  Radio  Liberty,  November  6, 2016.  rhttp://www.rfeii.orc/a/u- 
s-election-trumD-cliiiton-felations-russia/28 100058.html] 

30  Meet  the  Press  transcript,  NBC  News,  May  7,  20 1 7.  rhttp://www.nbcnews.com/nieet-Utc- 
press/meet-press-mav-7-20 1 7-n75600 1  ] 
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became  a  cornerstone  of  the  crooked  initiative  against  me  and  other  supporters  of  the  Trump 
movement,  first  within  the  prior  Administration  and  now  amongst  some  actors  in  Congress. 
Instead,  I  appreciate  that  the  beneficial  framework  created  by  HPSCI’s  parallel  investigation  now 
offers  a  factual  and  constructive  pathway  forward  for  our  country. 


Although  several  other  crimes  by  the  Clinton/Obama  regime  during  the  2016  election  continue  to 
become  known  over  time,  the  possible  leaks  of  classified  information  which  took  place  related  to 
the  Obama  Administration’s  Intelligence  Community  Assessment  of  these  matters  have  thus  far 
included  two  specific  felonies  which  directly  relate  to  me  as  outlined  in  my  response  to  this 
question.  The  specific  details  provided  here  regarding  these  felonies  help  to  further  illustrate 
how  completely  unjustified  their  actions  were  -  both  the  highly  damaging  leaks  of  this  classified 
information  given  the  extreme  falsehoods  upon  which  they  were  based,  as  well  as  their  Russia 
witoh  hunt  more  broadly: 

Felony  # 1 :  Illegal  leaking  of  my  identity  as  “ Male-1 ”  in  U.SA.  v.  Evgeny  Buryakov,  Igor 
Sporyshev,  and  Victor  Podobnyy  -  On  April  3, 2017,  reporters  at  ABC  News31  and  BuzzFeed 
News32  requested  to  meet  in  order  to  inform  me  that  U.S.  government  operatives  had  unlawfully 
disclosed  my  identity  as  Male-1  in  this  2015  case.  This  particular  incident  follows  an  increasing 
series  of  similar  revelations  about  other  politically-motivated  unmaslangs  in  20 1 6. 33  It  relates  to 
my  brief  interactions  in  2013  with  Victor  Podobnyy,  a  junior  attache  assigned  to  die  Permanent 
Mission  of  the  Russian  Federation  to  the  United  Nations. 

During  my  meeting  with  U.S.  agents  at  New  York’s  Plaza  Hotel  in  June  2013  in  support  of  their 
ongoing  investigation,  I  spoke  with  them  at  length  about  my  research  on  international  political 
economy  which  I  had  been  completing  as  a  Fellow  at  the  Center  for  National  Policy  in 
Washington.  I  brought  this  up  because  it  seemed  to  me  that  the  resources  of  the  U.S. 
Government  might  be  better  allocated  towards  addressing  real  national  security  threats, 
particularly  given  the  recent  Boston  Marathon  bombing  of  April  1 5, 201 3 .  Without  question,  the 
harsh  retribution  subsequently  taken  against  me  marked  a  direct  retaliation  against  my  dissenting 
position  about  the  efficient  use  of  limited  U.S.  national  security  resources.  Per  an  article  I  had 
recently  written  and  discussed  with  the  U.S.  agents  (included  below),  the  Clinton/Obama  regime 


31  Brian  Ross  and  Matthew  Mosk,  “Trump  campaign  adviser  Carter  Page  targeted  for 
recruitment  by  Russian  spies,”  ABC  News,  Apr  4, 2017.  [http ://abene ws.  so  .com/Po  11  tics/trum  n- 
campaiftn-advisor-cartei‘-page-targeted-russian-spies/storv?id=46557506j 

32  All  Watkins,  “A  Former  Trump  Adviser  Met  With  A  Russian  Spy,”  BuzzFeed  News,  April 
3, 2017.  fhttps://vvww.buzzfeed.com/alinvwatkiiis/a-former-trumD-adviser-inct-vvith-a-russian- 
m\ 

Kristina  Wong,  “Lindsey  Graham:  'We  Will  Continue’  to  Look  into  Susan  Rice's 
Unmasking,”  Breitbart  News,  May  4, 2017.  nutp.Wwww.breitbart.com/hiu- 
government/SQl  7/05/04/1  indsev- graham -wc-wil  1-con  linnc- to- look-inlo-siisan-rices-immaskimi/l 
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had  been,  “Reflecting  the  highest  principles  of  cronyism  rather  than  democracy,”  in  many  of 
their  policy  decisions.  In  my  writings,  I  had  also  cited  a  recent  quote  from  Maya  Angclou  which 
seemed  of  particular  relevance  given  a  range  of  ineffective  policy  approaches  by  Washington  at 
the  time:  “The  philosophers  tell  us  that  power  corrupts  and  absolute  power  corrupts 
absolutely,”34  This  had  marked  an  earlier  instance  of  the  corrupt  influence  campaign  and  related 
domestic  political  intelligence  operations  in  support  of  failed  policies,  which  would  eventually 
blossom  in  full  glory  with  the  obnoxious  civil  rights  violations  based  on  complete  lies  displayed 
during  the  2016  election.  In  short,  my  dissenting  position  led  to  damaging  personal  attacks  by 
government  operatives  Under  the  Obama  Administration’s  command. 

With  regards  to  the  2015  case  where  I  agreed  to  provide  support,  the  final  scene  of  the  movie 
“The  Big  Short”  offers  an  instructive  summary  of  the  Clinton/Obama  regime’s  justice  system, 
first  led  by  their  Attorney  General  from  2009  through  2015,  Eric  Holder.35  After  essentially 
achieving  very  little  in  his  6-years  in  office,  it  is  understandable  why  Holder  might  want  to  target 
a  token  Russian  banker  during  his  final  months  in  office36  since  only  Zurich-based  Credit 
Suisse's  Kareem  Serageldin  stood  as  another  perfunctory  accomplishment  during  his  extended 
six-year  term. 

As  the  journalist  Matt  Taibbi  has  described  his  activities  in  a  2015  article,  which  has  more 
recently  proven  to  offer  an  accurate  representation  of  the  Clinton/Obama  regime  more  generally: 
“Holder  doesn't  look  it,  but  he  was  a  revolutionary.  He  institutionalized  a  radical  dualistic 
approach  to  criminal  justice,  essentially  creating  a  system  of  indulgences  wherein  the  world's 
richest  companies  paid  cash  for  their  sins  and  escaped  the  sterner  punishments  the  law 
dictated.”37 


Pajjer  for  Center  for  National  Policy: 

After  Boston:  Alternative  Diplomacy  and  the 
Reconsideration  of  Unbridled  U.S.  Power 

Carter  Page.  Ph.D. 

May  1.2013 


34  Maya  Angelou,  “The  2013  Time  100:  Icons,”  Time,  April  18, 2013. 

j~Mtp:^timel00iinie.coin/20l3/Q4/18/Hme-l  OQ/slide/inictolle^obama/] 

5  “Blame  the  poor  -  clip  from  The  Big  Short,”  YouTube,  January  1 4, 201 6. 

rhttps://www.voutube.corn/wateh?v^mcJmzEawW10| 

6  Office  of  Public  Affairs,  “Attorney  General  Holder  Announces  Charges  Against  Russian  Spy 
Ring  in  New  York  City,”  Department  of  Justice  website,  January  26, 201 5. 


riittps://w;mv.  iustice.gov/opa/pr/attomev-general-lw1der-announces-charges-against-russian-spv- 
ring-new-york-city} 

37  Matt  Taibbi,  “Eric  Holder,  Wall  Street  Double  Agent,  Comes  in  From  the  Cold:  Barack 


Obama's  former  top  cop  cashes  in  after  six  years  of  letting  banks  run  wild,”  Rolling  Stone ,  July 
8,  2015. 


rhttp://wwvv.roilinRstone.com/poiitics/nevvs/eric-holder-wall-street-double-agent-comes-in-lTom- 
the-cold-20 1 507081 
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In  March  2003,  the  Century  Foundation  and  the  Stanley  Foundation  released  a  report  entitled 
ilLL  Foreign. Policy  and  Chechnya".  Written  by  Michael  McFauI  who  was  then  a  Professor  at 
Stanford  University  prior  to  taking  positions  in  the  Obama  Administration,  the  report  included  a 
review  of  various  factoids  on  this  topic.  But  the  most  valuable  contribution  it  offered  was  a 
window  into  the  underlying  source  of  age-old  problems  that  have  plagued  the  U.S.-Russia 
bilateral  relationship  to  this  day.  S  ome  of  these  very  same  obstacles  may  have  helped  pave  the 
way  for  the  tragedy  that  occurred  at  the  Boston  Marathon  on  April  15,2013.  The  report’s 
conclusions  essentially  highlight  fundamental  philosophies,  objectives  and  dilemmas  that  have 
stood  in  the  way  of  vital  cooperation: 

“US  policy  regarding  Chechnya  exposes  the  limits  of  American  power  even  in  an  age  of 
unbridled  US  power.  Russia’s  military  interventions  in  Chechnya  were  policies  that  US 
foreign  policy  leaders  would  have  liked  to  stop.  In  the  end,  however,  policies  pursued  by 
both  the  Clinton  and  Bush  administrations  have  had  little  impact  on  the  course  of  the  war 
in  Chechnya.” 

Reflecting  persistent  tendencies  and  aspirations  toward  unbridled  US  power,  some  of  the  options 
suggested  in  the  article  bordered  on  the  truly  draconian: 

“There  were  and  are  policy  alternatives.  Clinton  and  Bush  could  have  sanctioned  Russia 
by  cutting  off  direct  assistance  to  the  Russian  government.  They  could  have  suspended 
Russia  from  membership  in  the  G-8.  They  could  have  postponed  presidential  summits. 
They  could  have  offered  more  humanitarian  assistance  to  the  region.  Even  more 
dramatically,  they  could  have  offered  their  services  as  a  mediator,  Theoretically, 

Chechen  and  Russian  officials  could  have  met  at  Camp  David  in  1995  or  2001  to  hamnw 
out  a  political  settlement.  Hypothetically,  they  even  could  have  recognized  the 
legitimacy  of  toe  elected  government  of  Chechnya  and  provided  direct  assistance  to  toe 
government  in  exile.” 

Although  US  foreign  tactics  and  ambitions  have  varied  by  region,  these  approaches  of  sanctions, 
suspensions  and  meddling  in  internal  affairs  when  not  invited  remain  consistent  with  intrusive 
policies  which  have  often  afflicted  America  since  the  Cold  War. 

In  an  epilogue  written  after  a  deadly  Chechen  terrorist  attack  and  hostage  seizure  at  the  sold-out 
Dubrovka  Theater  in  Moscow  on  October  23,  2002,  McFauI  added  his  bottom-line  conclusion 
regarding  certain  cooperative  approaches: 

“Most  dramatically.  Bush  unambiguously  framed  his  ‘war  on  terrorism’  and  Putin’s  ‘war 
in  Chechnya’  as  part  of  one  common  struggle.  The  real  losers  of  this  united  front  are  toe 
people  of  Chechnya.” 

A  debate  has  emerged  whether  the  U.S.  missed  the,  chance  to  prevent  the  Boston  bombing. 

Although  evidence  will  materialize  over  time  and  despite  the  acknowledgement  of  U.S. 
government  officials  that  a  “trust  deficit”  may  have  negatively  impacted  toe  earlier 
investigations,  the  possibility  of  prevention  might  remain  a  controversy  that  can  never  be _ 
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definitively  solved.  However,  there  is  one  certainty  that  cannot  be  called  into  question:  a  more 
cooperative  U.S. -Russian  bilateral  relationship  would  clearly  decrease  the  risks  of  such  a 
potential  event,  both  earlier  this  month  and  in  the  future.  In  this  sense,  the  recent  tragedy  in 
Boston  could  offer  a  valuable  wake-up  call  for  the  U.S.  government. 

Instead  of  putting  in  place  excessive  restrictions  on  Russian  officials  as  seen  in  last  year’s 
Magmisky  Act  which  was  reminiscent  of  the  blacklists  of  the  McCarthy  era,  establishing  policies 
that  instead  build  links  could  help  to  address  a  range  of  critical  global  challenges.  Yet  while 
Washington  and  its  representatives  sleep  on  the  security  front,  other  actors  are  talcing  matters 
into  their  own  hand  in  other  arenas. 


Unde  Sam,  please  do  no  harm:  Alternative  forms  of  diplomacy  in  an  era  of  gridlock 

Last  week,  a  subtle  theme  permeated  the  second  annual  New  York  Times  Energy  for  Tomorrow 
Conference.  While  on  one  hand  dysfunction  in  the  U.S.  federal  government  has  instituted  an  era 
of  gridlock,  innovative  initiatives  across  the  private  sector  and  at  the  state  and  municipal  level  of 
government  have  continued  to  drive  forward  monumental  change  in  the  energy  sector.  In  the 
wake  of  this  structural  evolution  of  governance,  corporations  and  local  communities  have  taken 
control  of  their  own  destiny  through  a  diverse  array  of  revolutionary  technologies  and  investment 
programs. 

In  the  context  of  U.S.-Russian  relations,  a  similar  example  may  be  seen  in  the  relationship  of 
ExxonMobil  and  Rosneft  —  the  largest  oil  companies  in  each  of  these  respective  countries. 
Through  a  diverse  portfolio  of  agreements  and  related  ventures,  the  two  leading  companies  have 
continued  to  move  forward  on  projects  in  the  United  States,  Russia  and  beyond.  Under  the 
leadership  of  Igor  Sechin,  Rosneft’  s  President  and  Management  Board  Chairman,  the  company 
has  taken  steps  to  build  bridges  and  advance  the  interests  of  both  companies. 

At  an  investment  conference  organized  by  the  American  Chamber  of  Commerce  in  Russia  last 
week,  a  former  Australian  diplomat  named  Glenn  Waller  was  the  star  of  the  show.  As  the 
President  of  ExxonMobil  Russia,  he  offered  telling  comments  regarding  his  company’s  joint 
accomplishments  with  Rosneft: 

"I  was  happy  to  hear  from  Ambassador  McFaul  that  it  has  been  discussed  at  the  highest 
level  between  presidents.  We  have  very  strong  support  from  various  levels  of  the  Russian 
government.'’ 

Consistent  with  the  conclusions  of  the  recent  New  York  Times  conference.  Waller’  s  quote  did 
not  indicate  strong  support  from  various  levels  of  the  Russian  and  US  governments.  A  more 
active  government  support  of  the  US  businesses  community’s  efforts  most  especially  through  the 
avoidance  of  efforts  that  seek  to  instigate  hegemonic  change  could  represent  a  strong  initial 
move  in  that  general  direction. 

The  frequently  unjustified  maltreatment  of  Russia  and  its  leaders  in  the  US  media  further 
engrains  long-standing  tendencies  toward  misunderstanding,  thereby  offering  a  super-sized  cover 
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for  equally  large  policy  mistakes  by  the  U.S.  government.  Despite  the  recent  accomplishments 
of  Igor  Sechin,  his  article  for  the  Time  100  was  written  by  Vladimir  Milov—  an  exceptionally 
harsh  critic  who  followed  historic  precedent  in  his  write-up.  In  contrast,  the  April  29  edition  of 
Time  magazine  also  included  tributes  to  U.S.  President  Barack  Obama  and  the  First  Lady 
Michelle  Obama  by  Hi  llary  Clinton  and  Maya  Angelou  respectively.  Reflecting  the  highest 
principles  of  cronyism  rather  than  democracy,  Clinton’s  future  political  career  rests  firmly  on  the 
continued  success  and  popularity  of  the  Obama  Administration  over  the  next  three  and  a  half 
years.  Meanwhile,  Angelou  was  awarded  the  Presidential  Medal  of  Freedom  by  President 
Obama  in  201 1  -  the  highest  civilian  award  in  die  United  States  and  in  essence  the  ultimate  pay¬ 
off. 

Reminiscent  of  McFaul  s  earlier  discussion  of  Unbridled  U.S.  power,  Angelou  ironically 
mentions  in  her  tribute,  “The  philosophers  tell  us  that  power  corrupts  and  absolute  power 
corrupts  absolutely.”  While  no  person  on  this  planet  is  completely  free  horn  sin  in  contrast  to 
public  relations  spin,  another  political  philosopher  named  Alexander  Hamilton  once  noted,  “The 
strongest  passions,  and  most  dangerous  weaknesses  of  the  human  breast;  ambition,  avarice, 
vanity  the  honorable  or  venial  love  of  fame,  are  all  in  conspiracy  against  the  desire  and  duty  of 
peace.”  Although  such  failings  may  have  helped  enable  the  terror  in  Boston,  a  reevaluation  of 
ambitions  could  set  the  stage  for  a  future  peace. 

Instead  of  worrying  about  what  decisions  are  made  on  high,  efforts  by  American  business  leaders 
like  ExxonMobil  to  continue  establishing  bilateral  links  play  an  invaluable  service  to  both 
countries.  While  the  palatial  setting  of  Spaso  House  which  Dr.  McFaul  now  calls  home  may 
understandably  be  a  difficult  place  to  acquire  new  humble  perspectives  regarding  unbridled 
power,  initial  strides  in  the  right  direction  by  business  can  offer  further  momentum  which 
eventually  changes  the  tone  and  improves  the  broader  bilateral  relationship. 


Building  a  cleaner  future 

Fortunately,  the  earlier  policy  alternatives  outlined  by  McFaul  were  not  followed  and  the 
American  headmaster  did  not  suspend  Russia  from  the  G-8  school.  To  the  contrary,  Russia 
currently  holds  the  Chair  of  the  more  democratic  and  inclusive  G-20.  Under  the  leadership  of 
President  Putin,  the  .Energy  Sustainability  Working  Group  of  the  G-20  has  taken  important  steps 
in  the  energy  arena  including  in  the  area  of  green  growth.  The  US  Government’s  support  of  such 
cutting-edge  initiatives  led  by  Russia  offers  a  viable  means  for  changing  direction  and  following 
in  the  wake  of  the  Rosneft-ExxonMobil  ship. 


Characteristically  overstepping  his  realm  of  responsibility  once  again,  Comey  recently 
pontificated  on  Russia:  “Certainly  in  my  view,  the  greatest  threat  of  any  nation  on  earth,  given 
their  intention  and  their  capability.”  This  completely  unfounded  statement  reflected  a  bias  from 
the  former  F.B.I.  Director  that  may  have  contributed  to  -  or  at  least  exacerbated  -  the 
aforementioned  misdeeds  of  the  Obama  Administration  and  the  Clinton  campaign  for  which  he 


had  loyally  served  as  an  invaluable  surrogate.38  Similar  baseless  aspersions  have  recently  been 
cast  against  General  Flynn  as  well.39 

Running  parallel  to  these  longstanding  bigoted  traditions  amongst  some  in  the  Bureau  stretching 
back  to  the  J.  Edgar  Hoover/McCarthy-era,  the  simplistic  tactic  of  cataloging  patriotic  Americans 
as  supposed  targets  for  “recruitment”  lives  on,  sadly.  An,  “unwitting  player  in  a  Russian  effort 
to  gain  access  in  Washington,”  was  a  label  that  Congressman  Dana  Rohrabacher  and  I  each  had 
stamped  on  us  once  again  last  Friday  by  the  New  York  Times.  Reflecting  a  level  of 
commonsense  that  often  alludes  those  Who  have  little  or  no  experience  in  Russia  including  many 
of  those  who  denigrated  him  in  the  article,  Congressman  Rohrabacher  correctly  noted:  “Any  time 
you  meet  a  Russian  member  of  their  Foreign  Ministry  or  the  Russian  government,  you  assume 
those  people  have  something  to  do  with  Russian  intelligence.”40  To  the  contrary,  the  “unwitting” 
ones  most  often  consist  of  those  U.S.  Government  Officials  who  have  never  enjoyed  the 
opportunity  to  establish  constructive  relationships  with  any  Russian  citizens  at  any  point  in  their 
life. 


Felony  #2:  Illegal  leaking  of  classified  information  surrounding  the  completely  unjustified 
FISA  warrant  against  me,  which  further  enabled  part  of  the  Clinton/Obama  regime’s 
domestic  political  intelligence  operations  and  influence  campaign  in  the  2016  election  -  On 
April  12, 2017,  the  Washington  Post  published  an  article  explaining  that  unnamed  sources  had 
revealed  the  completely  unjustified  FISA  warrant  to  intercept  my  communications  throughout 
the  final  months  of  the  reign  of  the  Clinton/Obama  regime.41  Given  a  growing  list  of 
unanswered  questions  and  apparent  abuses  regarding  this  nonsensical  invasion  of  privacy,  it 
seems  readily  apparent  that  more  revelations  about  these  misdeeds  will  continue  to  be  learned  in 
the  period  to  come.42  My  legal  team  and  I  are  currently  busy  working  on  further  steps  to  get  to 


Washington  Post  Staff,  “Full  testimony  of  FBI  Director  James  Comey  in  which  he  discusses 
Clinton  email  investigation,”  Washington  Post,  May  3, 2017. 

rhttps;//www.washingtonpost.com/news/Dost-Dolitics/wp/201 7/05/Q3/:'ead-the-fiill-testimonv-nf- 
fbi-dlrector-james-comev-in-which-he-discusses-clinton-email-investiuation/i 

39  Gloria  Borger,  Pamela  Brown,  Jim  Sciutto,  Marshall  Cohen  and  Eric  Lichtblau,  “First  on 
CNN:  Russian  officials  bragged  they  could  use  Flynn  to  influence  Trump,  sources  say,”  CNN, 

May  20, 20 1 7.  rhttp://edition.cnn. com/201 7/05/1 9/poiitics/michael-flvnn-donald-trump-russia- 
in.fl.uen.ce/] 

40  Matt  Apuzzo,  Adam  Goldman  and  Mark  Mazzetti,  “F.B.I.  Once  Warned  G.O.P. 
Congressman  That  Russian  Spies  Were  Recruiting  Him,”  New  York  Times,  May  1 9, 2017. 
rhttps://www.nvtimes.com/201 7/05/1 9/us/poli.tics/daiia-rohrabacher-russia-spieshtmn 

Ellen  Nakashima,  Devlin  Barrett  and  Adam  Entous,  "FBI  obtained  FISA  warrant  to  monitor 
Trump  adviser  Carter  Page"  Washington  Post,  April  12, 2017. 

rhttps://www.washingtonp6st.coni/world/nattonal-securitv/lbi-obtained-fisa-wan-ant-to-monitor- 

forrocr-trum  p-ad  v  i  scr-carlcr-pa  uc/2 0 1 7/04/ 1 1/620 192ea.-le.0e-l  Je7-ad74- 
3a742a6e93 a7  story, html] 

42  Senator  Charles  E.  Grassley,  “Grassley  Seeks  Explanation  for  FBI’s  Inconsistent  Info  in 
Dossier  Inquiry:  Bureau’s  Scant  Responses  to  Judiciary  Probe  Raise  More  Questions  on  Steele 
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the  bottom  of  this  abuse.  I  am  highly  confident  that  this  expected  disclosure  will  help  facilitate  a 
highly  productive  discussion  when  we  meet  next  month. 

In  summary,  the  problems  that  have  unfortunately  been  created  in  U.S.-Russia  relations  over  the 
course  of  many  decades  and  across  presidential  administrations  from  both  parties  have  severely 
limited  the  ability  of  me  as  well  as  many  Americans  to  be  a  positive  force  for  change  thus  far. 

It  is  my  hope  that  a  logical  conclusion  to  your  current  process  based  on  actual  facts,  including  the 
reality  that  I  have  never  done  anything  wrong  in  Russia  or  with  any  Russian  person,  might 
help  to.  turn  this  increasingly  dangerous  tide  between  our  two  countries.  This  has  been  a  primary 
personal  objective  since  my  first  trip  to  Moscow  as  a  U.S.  Naval  Academy  Midshipman  in  June 
1991 ,  It  remains  one  of  my  primary  objectives  today,  even  though  I  have  been  completely 
demonized  and  indeed  slandered  literally  around  the  world  by  the  Clinton  campaign  due  to  my 
voicing  highly  benign  yet  realistic  political  and  policy  views. 

The  story  of  the  201 6  election  was  to  a  large  extent  a  battle  between  powerful  political  and 
business  interests  on  an  epic  scale  vs.  average  citizens  who  simply  want  to  honestly  see 
improvements  in  this  country.  It  is  Unfortunate  that  a  small  fish  like  me  has  been  harassed  by 
other  members  of  Congress  primarily  in  response  to  completely  false  allegations  from  a  dossier 
that  is  100%  inaccurate  in  every  way  as  it  relates  to  me.  This  is  particularly  frustrating  given  the 
severe  civil  rights  violations  committed  against  me  and  which  the  Senate  Judiciary  is  looking 
into. 

In  contrast,  the  thoughtful  framework  for  analysis  set  by  HPSCI  follows  a  more  serious  tradition 
of  analysis  in  the  House  of  Representatives  that  I  observed  in  a  prior  era.  As  a  First  Class 
Midshipman  at  the  U.S.  Naval  Academy,  I  was  a  Research  Fellow  with  the  House  Armed 
Services  Committee  from  September  1992  until  May  1993  as  part  of  my  Trident  Scholar  project. 

I  proudly  served  under  the  leadership  of  the  late  Chairman,  Congressman  Les  Aspin,  Ph  D.,  who 
first  ran  for  Congress  as  a  peace  candidate  in  1970  in  opposition  to  the  Vietnam  War.  Given  the 
principles  of  serious,  data-driven,  unbiased  analysis  that  I  watched  Congressman  Aspin  maintain 
in  his  painstaking  work  with  the  HASC  were  a  lifelong  inspiration  to  me  then.  I  hope  that  the 
facts  I  can  provide  to  your  Committee  will  help  you  continue  these  same  higher  research 
standards  once  again. 

My  only  reason  for  ever  wanting  to  get  involved  as  a  simple  unpaid  volunteer  with  the  Donald  J. 
Trump  for  President  campaign  is  that  I  have  a  longstanding  passionate  interest  in  foreign  policy 
and  strongly  believed  that  our  new  President  would  help  fix  the  problems  that  have  negatively 
impacted  U.S.  national  security  over  recent  decades  since  the  end  of  the  first  Cold  War.  It  was 
also  a  key  driver  of  mine  in  going  to  the  U.S.  Naval  Academy,  the  reason  I  got  my  Ph.D.  part 
time  while  working  as  a  banker  in  London,  the  reason  I  got  a  fellowship  at  the  Council  on 
Foreign  Relations  to  study  these  policy  issues,  why  I  spent  my  nights  at  Georgetown  studying  for 
my  Masters  in  National  Security  while  I  worked  as  an  Arms  Control  Action  Officer  in  the 
Pentagon  and  the  same  reason  I  spent  6  years  as  a  Fellow  at  the  Center  for  National  Policy  in 


ties,”  April  28,  2017.  pittps::/Avww.grass]ev.senate.gov/news/news-rcloascs/grasslev-seeks- 
explanation-lbrs-inconsistent-inFo-dossier-inquirv] 
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Washington,  also  in  my  free  time.  I  can  Understand  that  this  continued  inquiry  stems  from 
completely  false  allegations  by  transnational  associates  of  the  Clinton  campaign  who  interfered 
with  our  democracy.  But  I  appreciate  your  invitation  to  have  a  conversation  on  these  matters  in 
open  session  of  your  Committee  to  get  to  the  bottom  of  this  in  a  timely  and  sensible  manner. 
Thank  you  again  for  allowing  me  to  contribute  to  this  process  of  restoring  the  integrity  of  the 
U.S.  intelligence  community.  I  look  forward  to  meeting  with  you  in  the  coming  weeks  following 
the  release  of  the  contents  of  my  illegitimate  FISA  warrant. 


Carter  Page,  Ph.D. 
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MR.  CONAWAY:  In  this  letter,  you  indicated  that  you  were  not  in  possession  of 
any  responsive  documents. 

The  committee  scheduled  a  voluntary  interview  with  you  on  June  4th,  2017,  but  the 
interview  was  postponed  at  the  request  of  the  minority. 

The  committee  issued  a  subpoena  to  you  on  October  4th,  2017,  directing  the 
production  of  documents  reasonably  believed  to  be  in  your  possession  and  your 
subsequent  testimony. 

On  October  10th  of  2017,  the  committee  received  a  letter  from  you  in  which  you 
indicated  your  intention  to  invoke  your  Fifth  Amendment  privilege  to  not  testify. 

Without  objection,  a  copy  of  that  letter  shall  be  included  in  the  record. 

[The  information  follows:] 

********  INSERT  1-2  ******** 
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BY  ELECTRONIC  MAIL  AND  FIRST  CLASS  MAIL 


October  10,  2017 


The  Honorable  Robert  S.  Mueller  III 
Special  Counsel 
U.S.  Department  of  Justice 
950  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W. 

Washington,  DC  20530 

The  Honorable  Richard  Burr  and  Mark  Warner 
U.S.  Senate  Select  Committee  on  Intelligence  (SSCI) 

211  Hart  Senate  Office  Building 
Washington,  D.C.  20510 

The  Honorable  Devin  Nunes,  K.  Michael  Conaway  and  Adam  Schiff 
U.S.  House  Permanent  Select  Committee  on  Intelligence  (HPSCI) 

Capitol  Visitor  Center  HVC-304 
US  Capitol  Building 
Washington,  DC  20515 

Subject:  Response  to  your  indirect  and  direct  data  requests  and  testimony  invitations 

Dear  Special  Counsel  Mueller,  Senator  Burr,  Senator  Warner,  Congressman  Nunes, 
Congressman  Conaway  and  Congressman  Schiff: 

In  the  22 5-y ear  history  since  our  Constitution’s  Bill  of  Rights  was  ratified  on  December  15, 

1 79 1 ,  no  common  law  precedent  has  existed  for  Article  I  or  Article  II  institutions  to  request  that 
an  individual  or  their  advisors  compile  massive  quantities  of  irrelevant  data  or  provide  testimony 
after  that  individual  had  already  been  illegally  wiretapped  based  on  false  evidence  and  the 
felonious  disclosure  of  information  regarding  such  an  unlawful  search  had  previously  been  made 
available  to  the  public.  In  the  wake  of  last  year’s  extreme  obstruction  of  justice  that  allegedly 
occurred  in  the  U.S.  Foreign  Intelligence  Surveillance  Court,  I  am  writing  to  inform  you  that  it  is 
my  intention  to  exercise  the  Constitutional  protections  offered  by  the  privileges  of  the  Fifth 
Amendment.  Whereas  the  historic  civil  rights  abuses  committed  against  me  have  verifiably 
represented  a  witch  hunt  first  aimed  directly  at  myself  since  the  very  beginning  of  these 
illegitimate  efforts  by  U.S.  Federal  agencies,  the  Congress  and  media  adversaries  of  Mr.  Donald 
J.  Trump  to  illicitly  influence  the  U.S.  Presidential  election  through  outrageous  false  information 
in  the  months  leading  up  to  November  8,  20161,  initially  during  his  campaign  as  a  candidate  and 


1  Michael  Isikoff,  “U.S.  intel  officials  probe  ties  between  Trump  adviser  and  Kremlin,”  Yahoo 
News,  September  23,  2016.  [https  ://www. vahoo.com/news/u-s-intel-officials-probe-ties- 
between-trump-adviser-and-kremlin- 1 75046002.htmn ;  “Report:  U.S.  Intelligence  Officials 
Examining  Trump  Adviser's  Russia  Ties,”  Radio  Free  Europe  /  Radio  Liberty,  September  24, 
2016.  rhttp://www.rferl.org/a/report-us-intelligence-probes-tramp-advisers-russia-ties- 
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continuing  more  recently  during  the  start  of  his  term  as  the  President  of  the  United  States,  I  also 
intend  to  take  legal  action  to  quash  any  related  subpoenas  and  requests  which  may  be  directed  at 
my  advisors  and  other  colleagues  of  mine.  As  I  have  told  representatives  of  your  respective 
organizations  on  countless  occasions  throughout  many  hours  of  voluntary  discussions  and  as 
further  demonstrated  through  hundreds  of  pages  of  supporting  correspondence,  I  have  never  had 
any  direct  discussions,  phone  conversations,  email  correspondence,  or  face-to-face 
communications  with  President  Trump  at  any  point  in  my  life.  I  have  also  never  done  anything 
illegal  in  Russia  or  amidst  my  activities  related  to  Russia  since  my  first  visit  to  Moscow  as  a  U.S. 
Naval  Academy  Midshipman  in  June  1991.  Thus,  this  ongoing  investigative  clean-up  attempt 
and  effort  to  find  anything  to  further  tarnish  my  name  as  a  way  of  partially  repairing  the  severe 
damage  to  our  democracy  that  the  Dodgy  Dossier  represented  in  2016  now  continues  to  violate 
every  conceivable  safeguard  of  due  process  guaranteed  by  the  U.S.  Constitution. 

I  made  an  appeal  to  the  U.S.  Department  of  Justice,  the  FBI  and  the  NSA  142-days  ago  on  May 
21, 2017,  requesting  that  information,  applications  and  other  materials  related  to  my  illegitimate 
FISA  warrant  be  expeditiously  disclosed.2  Despite  multiple  subsequent  requests  to  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Justice  to  expedite  this  disclosure  both  by  myself  as  well  as  distinguished  leaders 
of  the  U.S.  Senate3  over  the  months  since,  no  information  has  been  provided  as  of  today.  By 
definition,  it  is  impossible  to  match  the  technological  and  data  processing  capabilities  of  the 
multiple  U.S.  federal  agencies  that  illegitimately  attempted  to  influence  the  2016  election 
through  their  alleged  surveillance  and  associated  misinformation  campaigns  against  me.  As  a 
result,  and  despite  my  having  already  voluntarily  provided  extensive  personal  information  to 
representatives  of  each  of  your  respective  organizations,  the  parallel,  exceptionally  broad 
requests  made  by  your  Office  and  Committees  could  create  more  inherent  risks  given  my 
infinitely  more  limited  personal  data  processing  capability  as  compared  to  the  U.S.  Government. 
In  addition  to  other  associated  considerations,  these  risks  include  continued  injury  of  both  the 
judicial  and  extrajudicial  variety  in  keeping  with  the  precedent  of  highly  damaging,  illicit 
information  disclosures  as  I  have  experienced  throughout  the  past  year. 

My  latest  understanding  of  the  multidirectional  legal  attack  that  your  respective  organizations 
have  continued  to  unnecessarily  wage  against  myself  and  my  colleagues  is  that  you  now  have 


kremlin/28010062.htmll;  Harry  Reid  letter  to  James  Comey,  August  27,  2016. 
https://assets.documentcloud.org/documents/3035844/Reid-Letter-to-Comev.pdf 

2  In  response  to  the  April  1 1,  2017  Washington  Post  report  that,  “The  FBI  obtained  a  secret 
court  order  last  summer  to  monitor  the  communications  of  an  adviser  to  presidential  candidate 
Donald  Trump,  part  of  an  investigation  into  possible  links  between  Russia  and  the  campaign,  law 
enforcement  and  other  U.S.  officials  said.  The  FBI  and  the  Justice  Department  obtained  the 
warrant  targeting  Carter  Page’s  communications  after  convincing  a  Foreign  Intelligence 
Surveillance  Court  judge  that  there  was  probable  cause  to  believe  Page  was  acting  as  an  agent  of 
a  foreign  power,  in  this  case  Russia,  according  to  the  officials.”  See  Ellen  Nakashima,  Devlin 
Barrett  and  Adam  Entous,  FBI  obtained  FISA  warrant  to  monitor  Trump  adviser  Carter  Page, 
Washington  Post  [available  at  http://wapo.st/2pr7kpE  ]. 

3  For  example:  https://www.iudiciary.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/2017-06- 
27%20CEG%20I.,OG%20to%2QDOJ%20FBI%20foroposed%20and%2Qfmal%20F.ISA%20aDDli 

cationsj.pdf 
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threats  and  other  severe  costs  to  myself  and  innocent  people  whom  I  am  close  to.  I  plan  to 
continue  to  take  the  necessary  steps  within  my  power  as  a  private  citizen  to  resolve  these 
unprecedented  injustices. 

Although  I  also  hereby  decline  the  direct  and  indirect  requests  for  closed-door  meetings  with 
your  respective  organizations  based  on  my  Fifth  Amendment  rights  and  the  considerations 
directly  related  to  the  multiple  civil  rights  abuses  cited,  supra,  I  would  be  happy  to  help  in  any 
way  that  I  can  to  inform  the  public  through  transparent  disclosure  regarding  what  really 
happened  in  terms  of  government  influence  on  the  2016  election.  With  all  due  respect  to  the 
Congressional  Intelligence  Committees,  there  has  been  a  complete  double-standard  in  that  people 
loyal  to  the  Clinton-Obama  team  such  as  Mr.  Clapper,  Mr.  Comey  and  Mr.  Brennan  have 
frequently  been  allowed  to  provide  highly  damaging  testimony  in  public  against  myself  and 
others,  while  those  of  us  who  were  falsely  accused  continue  to  be  damaged  by  being  s  tuck  in 
closed-door  sessions  like  criminals  undergoing  secret  interrogation.  Given  the  close  ties  that 
Facebook  has  with  the  Clinton  and  Obama  teams7 8, 1  would  be  happy  to  offer  balance  at  SSCI’s 
upcoming  proceedings  on  November  1,  2017s  by  providing  more  relevant  perspectives  regarding 
how  U.S.  state-sponsored  and  private  media  organizations  used  their  platforms  to  spread 
misinformation  in  attempts  to  influence  the  2016  election.  Whereas  the  few  hundred-thousand 
dollars  of  alleged  social  media  ads  reported  thus  far  are  minor  in  comparison  to  the  hundreds  of 
millions  or  billions  of  dollars  of  advertising  revenues  earned  on  the  back  of  the  fake  news  stories 
about  me  prior  to  the  election,  I  believe  my  perspectives  could  prove  invaluable  to  SSCI’s 
forthcoming  debate. 


Carter  Page,  Ph.D. 


7  "Found:  Election  collusion  between  Facebook  and  Hillary  -  WND.com,”  September  29,  2017 
http://www.wnd.com/2017/09/found-election-collusion-between-facebook-and-hillarv/ 

8  Katie  Bo  Williams  and  Ali  Breland,  “Senate  panel  invites  Facebook,  Google  to  testify  in 
Russia  probe,”  The  Hill,  September  27,  2017.  http :// thehitl.com/homemews/se-nate/3  52743  - 
senate-panel-invites-facebook-to-testify 
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MR.  CONAWAY:  Following  further  discussions,  we  agreed  that  you  would  testify 
in  this  setting,  and  we  appreciate  you  being  here  today. 

Dr.  Page,  questions  during  today's  hearing  may  seem  basic  to  you,  but  that  is 
because  we  need  to  clearly  establish  facts  relevant  to  our  investigation.  Please  do  not 
assume  we  know  any  facts  that  you  have  previously  disclosed  as  any  part  of  any  other 
interview  or  review. 

We  ask  that  you  give  complete  and  fulsome  replies  to  your  questions,  based  on 
your  best  recollection.  If  a  question  is  unclear  or  you  are  uncertain  in  your  response, 
please  let  us  know.  If  you  do  not  know  the  answer  to  a  question  or  cannot  remember, 
simply  say  so.  If  you  need  a  break,  please  let  us  know. 

As  you  know,  this  hearing  will  be  transcribed.  There  is  a  reporter  making  a  record 
of  these  proceedings  so  we  can  easily  consult  a  written  compilation  of  your  answers. 
Because  the  reporter  cannot  record  gestures,  we  ask  that  you  answer  verbally.  If  you 
forget  to  do  this,  we  may  remind  you  to  do  so.  You  may  be  asked  to  spell  certain  terms  or 
unusual  phrases. 

You  are  entitled  to  a  lawyer  to  be  present  for  this  interview,  though  you  are  not 
required  to  do  so.  And  I  see  that  you  do  not  have  counsel  today.  Are  you  currently 
represented  by  counsel? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  for  this  matter. 

MR.  CONAWAY:  Thank  you. 

As  a  reminder,  the  record  will  reflect  that  you  have  been  compelled  to  testify. 
Objections  by  you  to  any  questions  posed  by  members  must  be  stated  concisely  and  in  a 
nonargumentative  manner.  If  you  raise  an  objection,  the  hearing  will  proceed.  The 
testimony  taken  is  subject  to  any  objection. 
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As  clearly  stated  in  the  subpoena  issued  to  you  on  October  4th,  you  may  refuse  to 
answer  a  question  only  to  preserve  a  testimonial  privilege. 

Finally,  you  are  reminded  that  you  are  providing  testimony  under  oath  and  that  it  is 
unlawful  to  deliberately  provide  false  information  to  Members  of  Congress  or  our  staff. 

Before  we  proceed,  we  would  like  to  have  your  opening  statement  and  --  or  before 
we  proceed  with  your  opening  statement,  I'll  ask  the  ranking  member  for  any  comments 
that  he  might  like  to  make. 

Adam. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  don't  have  any  opening  comments  at 
this  time.  I  look  forward  to  the  hearing. 

MR.  CONAWAY:  All  right,  thank  you. 

Dr.  Page,  you  are  able  to  make  an  opening  statement  limited  to  5  minutes,  sir. 
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TESTIMONY  OF  CARTER  PAGE,  PH.D. 

MR.  PAGE:  Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  discuss  the  historic  impact  of  big 
money  opposition  political  research  operations  on  the  U.S.  Intelligence  Community  over 
the  past  14  months.  As  the  American  public  has  now  learned,  these  epic  fictitious  stories 
primarily  stemmed  from  the  momentous  world  premiere  of  opposition  political  research 
from  the  dodgy  dossier  which  maliciously  attacked  me  and  the  Trump  campaign  in  the  final 
weeks  preceding  last  year's  election. 

Despite  many  illicit  activities  of  the  U.S.  Government,  clandestine  political 
operatives,  and  some  media  outlets  that  effectively  misled  American  voters  in  2016,  our 
country  is  fortunate  that  these  outrageous  fictional  stories  did  not  sufficiently  reshape  the 
outcome  of  last  year's  election  in  the  ways  originally  intended.  But  millions  of  taxpayer 
dollars  and  extraordinary  amounts  of  time  have  subsequently  been  wasted  by  HPSCI  and 
other  congressional  committees  in  the  unwitting  response  to  lies  from  plutocrat-funded 
opposition  political  research  consultants,  in  parallel  with  one  of  the  worst  intelligence 
failures  in  American  history. 

In  2016,  the  new  power  of  internet-enabled  traditional  1C  propaganda  tactics 
spread  to  the  homeland  for  the  first  time  in  a  Presidential  election.  In  light  of  these 
attacks  against  our  democracy,  a  more  strategic  consideration  of  how  the  1C  might  adapt  to 
prevent  future  disasters  is  urgently  required.  I  hope  that  the  lessons  from  the 
extraordinary  damage  suffered  by  the  Trump  campaign  and  myself  may  help  America  avoid 
future  domestic  attacks  on  our  fundamental  democratic  principles  and  constitutional 
foundation. 

The  two  core  themes  of  the  politically  biased  intelligence  report  of  January  6th, 
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2017,  offer  a  valuable  framework  for  analysis  of  the  U.S.  Government's  own  efforts  to 
influence  the  2016  election  and  undermine  our  country's  liberal  democratic  order. 

First,  the  alleged  U.S.  cyber  operations  of  wiretap  against  myself,  as  a  previously 
unknown  private  citizen  who  volunteered  as  an  informal,  unpaid  member  of  an  early 
foreign  policy  advisory  committee  with  the  Trump  campaign,  marked  a  new  low  with  this 
baseless  domestic  interference  in  our  democracy  prior  to  the  2016  election. 

Your  full  committee  and  I  do  not  yet  entirely  know  the  details  about  how  I  was 
illegally  hacked  and  wiretapped,  but  we  should  learn  that  soon,  given  the  impending 
expected  fulfillment  of  related  outstanding  requests  from  Congress  and  myself. 

Second,  and  in  the  interim,  while  these  illicit  domestic  hacking  activities  remain 
undisclosed,  what  we  do  know  for  sure  relates  to  the  other  theme  of  the  politically 
motivated  intelligence  report  from  January  6th:  The  role  of  U.S.  Government  agencies, 
state-funded  media,  third-party  intermediaries,  and  paid  media  users  or  trolls  that  are 
antithetical  to  the  foundations  of  a  properly  functioning  democratic  society. 

The  Senate  has  held  various  superfluous  hearings  this  week  with  social  media 
companies,  but,  as  Senator  Lindsey  Graham  correctly  noted,  domestic  media  assets  can  be 
used  by  terrorists  to  recruit  in  cyberworld  people  to  their  cause. 

This  is  precisely  what  occurred  in  the  wake  of  the  dodgy  dossier.  Following  a 
familiar  pattern  that  first  began  in  September  2016,  in  the  final  months  before  last  year's 
election,  within  hours  of  dodgy  dossier  recitals  by  members  of  this  committee  on  March  20 
into  the  congressional  record  and  on  national  television  regarding  the  fabricated  fairytales 
about  my  alleged  negotiations  with  Rosneft's  CEO,  a  person  whom  I  have  never  met  at  any 
point  in  my  life,  I  received  even  more  threats. 

In  the  interest  of  time  and  to  avoid  further  shocking  drama  today,  I  ask  that  this 
transcript  and  my  full  statement  be  submitted  for  the  record.  It's  ironic  that  many  U.S. 
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Senators  have  criticized  private  sector  companies  for  passively  allowing  a  few  hundred 
thousand  dollars  of  social  media  advertisements  that  virtually  no  one  paid  attention  to, 
while  many  of  these  same  legislators  and  other  Members  of  Congress  themselves 
authorized  over  $108  million  to  fund  the  first  domestic  propaganda  operation  in  U.S. 
Presidential  campaign  history,  which  broadcast  the  false  allegations  of  the  dodgy  dossier  to 
the  American  electorate.  Even  more  shocking  is  how  this  misuse  of  taxpayer  dollars 
supplemented  the  illicit  activities  of  large  private  media  organizations  and  their  executives 
to  deceive  U.S.  voters,  several  of  whom  had  themselves  sponsored  these  same  opposition 
political  activities  by  Mr.  Steele  in  the  first  place.  Worse  yet,  many  of  these  same  political 
donors  have  also  actively  supported  prominent  Members  of  Congress. 

Whereas  my  name  was  so  thoroughly  tarnished  during  your  committee's  March  20, 
2017,  discussion  with  James  Comey  about  the  dodgy  dossier  on  national  television,  in  lieu 
of  an  essential  requisite  reintroduction  of  who  I  am  and  as  a  necessary  belated  correction 
of  the  record,  I  also  request  in  the  interest  of  time  that  my  short  biography  be  submitted 
for  the  record  as  per  the  attached  exhibit  included  with  this  opening  statement. 

In  retrospect,  the  deference  that  the  FBI  and  CIA  allegedly  accorded  the 
DNC-funded  dodgy  dossier  prepared  by  opposition  research  consultant  Christopher  Steele, 
who  apparently  hasn't  stepped  foot  in  Russia  for  many  years,  reveals  either,  A,  a  shocking 
collective  ignorance  of  Russia  and  how  Russia  operates  in  the  modern  era;  B,  a  politically, 
highly  political  biased  agenda  that  dangerously  violates  the  legal  mandate  of  the  U.S. 
Government  agencies;  or,  C,  all  of  the  above.  I'm  sorry. 

[The  statement  of  Mr.  Page  follows:] 


*  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  |  [\|  s  £  RX  1-3  ******** 
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Testimony  of  Carter  Page,  Ph.D. 

Full  Committee  Hearing 

U.S.  House  Permanent  Select  Committee  on  Intelligence  (“HPSCI”) 

0900,  Thursday,  November  2,  2017 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  discuss  the  historic  impact  of  big-money  opposition  political 
research  operations  on  the  U.S.  Intelligence  Community  (“IC”)  over  the  past  14-months.  As  the 
American  public  has  now  learned,  these  epic,  fictitious  stories  primarily  stemmed  from  the 
momentous  world  premiere'  of  opposition  political  research  from  the  Dodgy  Dossier"  which 
maliciously  attacked  me  and  the  Trump  campaign  in  the  final  weeks  preceding  last  year’s 
election.  Despite  many  illicit  activities  of  the  U.S.  Government,  clandestine  foreign  political 
operatives  and  some  media  outlets  that  effectively  misled  American  voters  in  2016,  our  country 
is  fortunate  that  these  outrageous  fictional  stories  did  not  sufficiently  reshape  the  outcome  of  last 
year’s  election  in  the  ways  originally  intended.  But  millions  of  taxpayer  dollars  and 
extraordinary  amounts  of  time  have  subsequently  been  wasted  by  HPSCI  and  other 
Congressional  Committees  in  the  unwitting  response  to  lies  from  plutocrat-funded  opposition 
political  research  consultants,  in  parallel  with  one  of  the  worst  intelligence  failures  in  American 
history.  In  2016,  the  new  power  of  internet-enabled  traditional  IC  propaganda  tactics  spread  to 
the  homeland  for  the  first  time  in  a  presidential  election."1  In  light  of  these  attacks  against  our 
democracy,  a  more  strategic  consideration  of  how  the  IC  might  adapt  to  prevent  future  disasters 
is  urgently  required.  I  hope  that  the  lessons  from  the  extraordinary  damage  suffered  by  the 
Trump  campaign  and  myself  may  help  America  avoid  future  domestic  attacks  on  our 
fundamental  democratic  principles  and  Constitutional  foundation. 

The  two  core  themes  of  the  politically-biased  intelligence  report  of  January  6,  2107iv  offer  a 
valuable  framework  for  analysis  of  the  U.S.  Government’s  own  efforts  to  influence  the  2016 
presidential  election  and  undermine  our  country’s  liberal  democratic  order.  First,  the  alleged 
U.S.  cyber  operations  and  wiretap  against  myself  as  a  previously  unknown,  private  citizen  who 
volunteered  as  an  informal,  unpaid  member  of  an  early  foreign  policy  advisory  committee  of  the 
Trump  campaign  marked  a  new  low  with  this  baseless  domestic  interference  in  our  democracy 
prior  to  the  2016  election.  Your  full  Committee  and  I  do  not  yet  entirely  know  the  details  about 
how  I  was  illegally  hacked  and  wiretapped,  but  we  should  learn  that  soon  given  the  impending 
expected  fulfillment  of  related  outstanding  requests  from  Congress'"  and  myself. vii 

Second,  and  in  the  interim  while  these  illicit  domestic  hacking  activities  remain  undisclosed, 
what  we  do  know  for  sure  relates  to  the  other  general  theme  of  the  politically-motivated 
intelligence  report  from  January  6:  the  role  of  U.S.  Government  agencies,  state-funded  media, 
third-party  intermediaries,  and  paid  media  users  or  “trolls”  that  are  antithetical  to  the  foundations 
of  a  properly  functioning  democratic  society.  The  Senate  has  held  various  superfluous  hearings 
this  week  with  social  media  companies  but  as  Senator  Lindsey  Graham  correctly  noted,  domestic 
media  assets  can  be  “used  by  terrorists  to  recruit  in  cyberworld  people  to  their  cause”.viii  This  is 
precisely  what  occurred  in  the  wake  of  the  Dodgy  Dossier.”1  Following  a  familiar  pattern  that 
first  began  in  September  2016  in  the  final  months  before  last  year’s  election,  within  hours  of 
Dodgy  Dossier  recitals  by  members  of  this  Committee  on  March  20  into  the  Congressional 
Record  and  on  national  television  regarding  the  fabricated  fairytales  about  my  alleged 
negotiations  with  Rosneft’s  CEO,  a  person  whom  I  have  never  met  at  any  point  in  my  life,  I 


received  even  more  threats.  In  the  interest  of  time  and  to  avoid  further  shocking  drama  today,  I 
ask  that  this  transcript  and  my  full  statement  be  submitted  for  the  Record.x 

It  is  ironic  that  many  U.S.  Senators  have  criticized  private  sector  companies  for  passively 
allowing  a  few  hundred  thousand  dollars  of  social  media  advertisements  that  virtually  no  one 
paid  attention  to,  while  many  of  these  same  legislators  and  other  members  of  Congress 
themselves  authorized  over  $108  million  dollars  to  fund  the  first  domestic  propaganda  operation 
in  U.S.  presidential  campaign  history  which  broadcast  the  false  allegations  of  the  Dodgy  Dossier 
to  the  American  electorate.xl  Even  more  shocking  is  how  this  misuse  of  taxpayer  dollars 
supplemented  the  illicit  activities  of  large  private  media  organizations  and  their  executives  to 
deceive  U.S.  voters’111,  several  of  whom  had  themselves  sponsored  these  same  opposition  political 
research  activities  by  Mr.  Steele  in  the  first  place.  Worse  yet,  many  of  those  same  political 
donors  have  also  actively  sponsored  prominent  members  of  Congress. 

Whereas  my  name  was  so  thoroughly  tarnished  during  your  Committee’s  March  20, 2017 
discussion  with  James  Comey  about  the  Dodgy  Dossier  on  national  television,  in  lieu  of  an 
essential  requisite  reintroduction  of  who  I  am  and  as  a  necessary  belated  correction  of  the 
Record,  I  also  request  in  the  interest  of  time  that  my  short  biography  be  submitted  for  the  Record 
as  per  the  attached  Exhibit,  included  with  this  opening  statement. 

In  retrospect,  the  deference  that  the  FBI  and  CIA  allegedly  accorded  the  DNC-funded  Dodgy 
Dossier  prepared  by  opposition  research  consultant  Christopher  Steele  who  apparently  hasn’t 
stepped  foot  in  Russia  for  many  years  reveals  either: 

(A)  a  shocking  collective  ignorance  of  Russia  and  how  Russia  operates  in  the  modem  era, 

(B)  a  highly-politically,  biased  agenda  that  dangerously  violates  the  legal  mandate  of  these 
U.S.  government  agencies,  or 

(C)  all  of  the  above. 

Given  recent  revelations’1111  that  continue  to  drip  out,  it  now  appears  increasingly  likely  that  (C), 
all  of  the  above,  is  the  case.  This  should  be  truly  alarming,  particularly  to  members  of  HPSCI 
given  your  Committee’s  oversight  responsibilities. 

On  a  more  fundamental  level,  far  deeper  failures  of  the  IC’s  largely  consistent,  traditional 
assessments  regarding  Russia  stretch  back  long  before  the  start  of  the  Trump  campaign  in  June 
2015.  Instead,  it  extends  throughout  the  entirety  of  this  institution’s  historyxlv  as  Daniel  Patrick 
Moynihan,  Ph.D.  once  astutely  notedxv,  speaking  in  part  from  insights  gained  during  his  term  as 
the  Vice  Chairman  of  the  Senate  Intelligence  Committee.5"1  Given  the  geopolitical  stakes 
worldwide  today,  a  more  accurate  standard  of  intelligence  assessments  particularly  as  it  relates  to 
Russia  is  now  urgently  required.  Although  Senator  Moynihan’ s  efforts  towards  achieving 
necessary  reform  stalled  at  the  end  of  the  first  Cold  WarXV11,  his  poignant  advice  certainly  applies 
now  more  than  ever  given  where  our  great  country  finds  itself  today  in  the  wake  of  last  year’s 
unprecedented  abuses  in  this  capital  city. 

Following  many  disasters  precipitated  overseas  by  the  IC  in  the  Middle  Eastxvm,  Asiaxlx,  Afticaxx, 
Latin  America5™  and  beyond  throughout  its  history,  the  recent  embarrassments  that  the  Dodgy 


Dossier  helped  create  for  our  great  country  here  at  home  carried  extraordinary  damage  for  many 
average  American  citizens  such  as  myself,  including  human  rights  violations,  domestic  terrorist 
threats  and  efforts  to  undercut  our  democracy  in  2016.  I  look  forward  to  discussing  these  lessons 
learned  with  you  in  the  hours  and  months  to  come.  The  fundamental  reshaping  of  the  U.S. 
intelligence  apparatus  is  long  overdue  and  last  year’s  attacks  against  our  democracy  from 
Washington  offer  the  perfect  opportunity  to  belatedly  embark  upon  this  process  that  my  old  boss 
Senator  Moynihan  once  wisely  suggested  over  a  quarter-century  ago. 


Exhibit: 

Reintroduction  of  Carter  Page,  Ph.D.,  to  the 
U.S.  House  Permanent  Select  Committee  on  Intelligence, 
following  the  extensive  misinformation  presented  at  the  March  20,  2017 
Open  Hearing  based  on  the  Dodgy  Dossier 


Biography  of  Dr.  Carter  W.  Page 
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MR.  CONAWAY:  All  right,  thank  you. 

Mr.  Page,  we  will  run  a  30-minute  clock. 

Nick,  you  will  give  us  a  5-minute  warning. 

The  majority  side  will  start  first,  and  I'll  turn  to  my  colleague  Mr.  Rooney  for  ~  oh, 
good.  We've  got  30  minutes. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

And  I'm  sure,  through  the  questioning,  we'll  get  to  the  last  part  of  your  opening 
with  regard  to  Mr.  Steele  as  we  move  forward.  Just  a  few  background  questions. 

When  did  you  become  affiliated  with  the  Trump  campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  Officially,  I  became  affiliated  when  I  was  announced  in  The 
Washington  Post  at  the  editorial  board  meeting  in  March  2016. 

MR.  ROONEY:  You  were  announced  by  The  Washington  Post? 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  I  had  been  -- 1  had  volunteered  late  in  -  or  I  touched  base  with 
Ed  Cox,  who  was  the  Republican  chair  for  the  State  of  New  York  in  late  2015,  and  then  he 
introduced  me  to  various  people  in  early  2016. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Okay. 

MR.  PAGE:  And  so  I  volunteered  then.  I  had  an  initial  meeting  in  early  January 
2016,  and—  but,  again,  I  was  officially  a  volunteer  with  an  unpaid  informal  committee 
until  -  until  that  announcement  was  made. 

MR.  ROONEY:  And  then  when  that  changed,  what  was  your  title  then? 

MR.  PAGE:  Just  an  informal  member  of  that  committee. 

MR.  ROONEY:  What  committee? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  initial  foreign  policy  committee,  which  I  think  then-candidate 
Trump  mentioned  was  a  work  in  progress  and  we're  adding  more  people,  et  cetera. 
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MR.  ROONEY:  Were  you  paid? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  was  never  paid  any  money.  And  I  never  contributed  any  money  to 
the  Trump  campaign  or  anyone  affiliated  with  it. 

MR.  ROONEY:  How  often  did  this  committee  meet? 

MR.  PAGE:  Infrequently.  There  was  only  one  official  meeting  with 
then-candidate  Trump,  and  I  believe  the  date  of  that  is  March  31,  2016,  if  I'm  not  mistaken. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Were  you  at  that  meeting? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  was  not.  I  had  a  previously  scheduled  meeting  with  some  of  the  top 
U.S.  military  commanders  many  thousands  of  miles  away  from  Washington.  So  I  was 
unable  to  attend. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Did  you  ever  meet  Mr.  Trump? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  never  met  him  in  my  life.  I've  been  in  a  lot  of  meetings  with 
him,  and  I've  learned  a  lot  from  him,  but  never  actually  met  him  face-to-face. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Who  was  your  supervisor? 

MR.  PAGE:  You  know,  again,  it  was  an  informal  group.  And  I  don't  believe 
supervisor  is  a  - 

MR.  ROONEY:  Well,  who  called  the  meetings?  Like  if  I'm  on  an  advisory  board,  I 
mean,  somebody's  sending  out  the  email. 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  initially,  we  --  really,  the  --  when  we  started  doing  meetings  was 
after  that  Mayflower  speech  in  April,  late  April  2016.  And  J.D.  Gordon  was  brought  in, 
and  he  was  sort  of  the  de  facto  organizers  for  our  group,  although  not  --  there  was  no 
official  command  structure,  because,  again,  it  was  an  informal  quasi  think  tank,  if  you  will. 

MR.  ROONEY:  What  was  your  relationship  with  the  Russian  Government? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  no  direct  relationship  with  the  Russian  Government.  Just  like 
several  members  of  this  committee  might  interact  with  certain  businesspeople,  I  may  have 
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talked  with  certain  Russian  Government  officials  briefly,  you  know,  over  the  years. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Did  you  talk  to  those  Russian  Government  officials  over  the  years 
on  behalf  of  the  Trump  campaign  in  your  role  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Never,  never.  And  I  made  that  perfectly  clear  in  the  one  trip  that  I 
took  prior  to  the  --  one  trip  I  took  in  the  entire  time  of  the  candidacy  of  Mr.  Trump.  And 
in  that  one  trip  of  July  2016, 1  made  it  perfectly  clear  that  I'm  not  representing  him  or  the 
campaign. 

MR.  ROONEY:  What  was  that  trip  about? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  spoken  at  many  universities.  I  did  my  Ph.D.  in  -  at  the 
University  of  London's  School  of  Oriental  and  African  Studies  on  the  political  economy  of 
developing  markets,  with  a  particular  focus  on  Central  Asia  and  surrounding  regions, 
including  Russia,  China,  and  the  Middle  East.  And  so  I've  spoken  at  many  universities 
around  the  world  for  many,  many  years,  going  back  to  when  I  first  enrolled  in  that  program 
over  I  think,  you  know,  15  years  or  so  ago.  And  I  was  invited,  as  I  had  been  invited  on 
many  times  before,  to  speak  at  the  New  Economic  School.  I've  spoken  in  many  leading 
Moscow  universities  or  many  leading  Russian  universities,  and  some  of  the  top  ones  are  in 
Moscow.  And  I  was  able  to  - 

MR.  ROONEY:  So  you  spoke  at  a  university  in  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Did  you  meet  with  Russian  Government  officials  while  you  were 

there? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  only  brief  interaction  I  had  with  any  Russian  Government  official  is 
after  this  commencement  program  or  after  the  --  after  my  commencement  speech  on  that 
Friday  in  July  -- 1  forget  the  -  I  believe  it  was  July  8th  -  I  briefly  said  hello  to  Arkadiy 
Dvorkovich. 
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MR.  ROONEY:  Who  is  he? 

MR.  PAGE:  He  is  a  senior  Russian  Government  official.  He  was  also  speaking. 
And  he  was  --  he  had  been  delayed  because  he  had  meetings  with  the  government.  And 
he  came  in,  gave  a  brief  speech.  As  he  was  walking  out,  I  said  hello  to  him. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Did  you  talk  to  him  about  any  coordination  with  the  Trump 
campaign  in  your  role  as  the  advisory  board  -  on  the  advisory  board? 

MR.  PAGE:  No  coordination  whatsoever,  no. 

MR.  ROONEY:  What  did  you  all  talk  about? 

MR.  PAGE:  It  was  a  very  brief  interaction.  It  was  some  nice  pleasantries.  I 
cannot  recall  the  precise  words  I  said,  but  it  was  sort  of  best  wishes,  and,  you  know,  that's 
about  it. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Mr.  Gowdy. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Rooney. 

Mr.  Page,  I  wrote  down:  volunteer,  unpaid,  informal,  unofficial.  I'm  still  trying  to 
figure  out  what  the  hell  your  role  was  with  the  Trump  campaign. 

MR.  PAGE:  Let  me  tell  you  something,  Congressman  Gowdy.  Where  I  spent  my 
most  time,  frankly  --  and  it  goes  back  to  this  dodgy  dossier.  Most  of  it  was  responding  to 
these  false  stories  that  kept  being  planted  by  --  in  the  media.  So  -- 

MR.  GOWDY:  All  right.  Well,  before  we  get  to  what  you  refer  to  as  the  dodgy 
dossier,  I  want  to  understand  how  you  came  to  be  in  any  way  connected  -  unofficial, 
volunteer,  unpaid,  I  don't  care  what  modifier  you  want  to  use.  Who  asked  you  to  serve  in 
that  capacity  on  the  Trump  for  President  campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  No  one  asked  me.  As  I  mentioned  earlier,  I  was  -  I  touched  base 
with  Ed  Cox,  who  is  the  chairman  of  the  New  York  Republican  Party,  and  he  introduced  me 
to  a  few  people. 
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MR.  GOWDY:  How  many  conversations  have  you  had  with  candidate  and/or 
President  Trump? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  never  spoken  with  him  at  any  time  directly  in  my  life.  I  spent 
many  hours  listening  to  him  in  great  rallies.  I've  listened  to  him  on  TV.  I  understand 
kind  of  the  concepts,  but  I  --  no  direct  personal  relationship  in  any  way. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Well,  Dr.  Page,  let  me  tell  you  what  the  lawyers  hear  when  they 
hear  that  answer.  They  focus  on  the  word  "directly." 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  GOWDY:  I'm  not  aware  how  you  can  speak  to  someone  other  than  directly. 
So  why  did  you  use  the  word  "directly"? 

MR.  PAGE:  I'm  just  being  careful.  You  know,  I'm  a  pro  se  litigant  to  try  to  fix 
some  of  these  problems  in  another  case  in  Southern  District  of  New  York,  and  I'm  learning 
sort  of  being  perfectly  clear. 

I  did  --  you  know,  again,  as  part  of  the  committee,  there  are  certain  people  on  that 
committee  who  have  direct  relationships,  right?  And  so  I'm  being,  you  know  --  we're 
under  oath.  I  don't  lie  ever,  but  I  want  to  be  -- 1  want  to  be  perfectly  clear  in  that  -- 

MR.  GOWDY:  I  appreciate  your  desire  for  clarity,  but  I  want  the  record  to  be  clear 
too.  Have  you  had  any  conversations  with  then-candidate  or  now  President  Trump, 
directly  or  indirectly? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  only  thing,  I  have  shared  ideas  with  -  never  --  the  only  thing  that 
could,  you  know,  if  someone's  really  being  a  nitpicker  on  the  legal  front,  is  the  indirect,  you 
might  say  that  people  that  talked  with  him,  people  that  are  members  of  our  growing 
committee  -  we  started  off  as  a  very  large  --  you  know,  small  group  during  the  primaries. 

It  kept  growing  over  time.  Some  of  those  people  I  spoke  with  may  have  spoken  with  him. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Right.  Well,  that  falls  into  the  general  field  of  conjecture  or 
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speculation.  I'm  just  trying  to  figure  right  now  on  what  you  actually  know.  And  if  I 
understand  your  testimony  correctly,  you  know  that  you  have  never  spoken  with  candidate 
or  President  Trump? 

MR.  PAGE:  That  is  correct,  sir. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Have  you  ever  emailed  with  either  candidate  or  President  Trump? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  I  -  no. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Text  message? 

MR.  PAGE:  Never. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Any  form  of  communication? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Has  he  ever  sent  you  a  message? 

MR.  PAGE:  Never.  The  only  message  is  when  I  was  trying  to  get  my  story  out 
there,  you  know,  again,  very  indirectly,  but  he  did  a  tweet  in  early  summer,  late  May/early 
June,  where  he  was  saying,  you  know,  they  should  let  -  the  Congress  should  let  him  testify, 
which  I'm  greatly  appreciative  of.  But  that's  the  only  - 

MR.  GOWDY:  Did  you  respond?  Did  you  respond  to  that  tweet? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  directly  to  him.  Again,  various  people  in  the  media,  when  that 
came  out,  there  was  a  lot  of  questions  I  got  from  the  media. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Well,  we're  going  to  try  and  make  the  record  as  clear  as  we  can. 
Have  you  ever  spoken  with  Donald  Trump? 

MR.  PAGE:  Never. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Have  you  ever  received  a  message  from  Donald  Trump? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Have  you  ever  emailed  with  Donald  Trump? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 


UNCLASSIFIED 


UNCLASSIFIED 


16 


MR.  GOWDY:  Text  message? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Snapchat? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Instagram? 

MR.  PAGE:  Never. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Any  form  of  communication  with  Donald  Trump? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  directly,  no. 

MR.  GOWDY:  And  there  again,  I'm  trying  to  figure  out  what  you  mean  by  "not 
directly." 

MR.  PAGE:  Just  being  careful  about  people  who  are  on  our  committee  I  know 
would  be  more  in  the  -  again,  in  the  upper  echelon.  So  there  are  various  volunteers. 
Some  people  are  more  senior  than  others.  I  was  a  low-level  junior  guy  in  this  informal 
group,  and  some  of  the  more  senior  people  had. 

So  that's  the  only  --  that's  all  I'm  referring  to  in  terms  of  indirect.  They  may  have 
talked  about  things,  which  I  don't  know  anything  about. 

MR.  GOWDY:  How  did  you  learn  of  the  hacking  of  the  DNC  server? 

MR.  PAGE:  Just  through  the  news. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversations  with  anyone,  American  or  not 
American,  prior  to  the  hacking  of  the  DNC  server  about  that? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  GOWDY:  How  about  the  hacking  of  John  Podesta's  email  account,  how  did 
you  learn  about  that? 

MR.  PAGE:  Through  the  media. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversations  with  anyone  prior  to  the 
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hacking  of  John  Podesta's  email  about  hacking  it? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  GOWDY:  You  went  to  Russia  in  July  of  2016.  Is  that  right? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes,  sir. 

MR.  GOWDY:  You  said  you  met,  if  I  wrote  right,  Russian  officials. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  said  hello  to  --  I'm  cautious.  Again,  in  terms  of  defining  terms,  I  --  as 
I've  argued  with  various  people  that  are  attacking  me  from  the  media,  there's  a  clear 
differential  between  a  meeting  per  se  and  a  meeting  versus  a  greeting.  Met,  if  you  greet 
someone,  you  shake  their  hand  briefly;  I  consider  that  having  met  that  person.  Again, 
being  careful.  In  terms  of  actual  meeting  -- 

MR.  GOWDY:  Let  me  tell  you  how  I  want  to  be  careful,  Dr.  Page.  I'm  more 
interested  in  the  content  as  opposed  to  the  duration.  I  really  don't  care  how  long  the 
handshake  took. 

MR.  PAGE:  No  substantive  content. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Well,  I  need  the  names  of  those  Russian  officials. 

MR.  PAGE:  The  one  person  I  recall  is  Arkadiy  Dvorkovich. 

MR.  GOWDY:  That  would  be  official,  singular. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes.  Look,  in  the  reception  after  this,  at  the  hall  where  they  were 
doing  the  graduation  reception,  there  may  have  been  some  people  whose  kids  are 
graduating  from  New  Economic  School.  So  I'm  just,  again,  being  as  careful  and  through 
and  as  comprehensive  as  humanly  possible. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Who  asked  you  to  go  to  Moscow? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  was  just  invited.  I  -  there  were  a  few  Russian  scholars  who  I  met 
through  previous  speeches  I  had  done  in  --  in  --  what  do  you  call  it  --  over  the  years  while  I 
was  working  on  my  Ph.D.  and  related  to  some  of  that  research. 
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And  so  they  had  introduced  me  --  there  were  two  coauthors  of  one  article.  And 
one  of  the  coauthors  who  I  knew  personally,  he  worked  --  he  wrote  a  couple  of  articles 
with  a  scholar  whose  father  ends  up  ~  is  director  at  New  Economic  School,  and  they  invited 
me  to  come  give  a  speech. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Was  the  Trump  campaign  aware  of  your  visit  to  Moscow  in  July  of 

2016? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  had  asked  if,  you  know  -- 1  had  mentioned  it  a  few  times  to  J.D. 
Gordon,  and  I  had  ~  you  know,  again,  it  was  a  standing  invitation.  And  I  sent  a  note 
around  to  a  few  of  the  members  of  our  team  and  - 

MR.  GOWDY:  Why? 

MR.  PAGE:  Just  to  make  sure  that  -  again,  I  wanted  to  be  very  careful,  because 
there  was  starting  to  be  some  --  there  was  starting  to  be  some  allegations  about  or 
concerns  about  Russia  in  general.  And  I  just  wanted  to  be  careful,  and  just  given  the  fact 
that  my  name  was  -- 

MR.  GOWDY:  Well,  if  you  wanted  to  be  super  careful,  why  did  you  go? 

MR.  PAGE:  Because  I'm  trying  to  live  my  life  and  it's  something  -  I've  spoken  at 
these  universities  for  well  over  a  decade. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Well,  if  it  was  unrelated  with  the  Trump  campaign,  why  did  you  feel 
the  need  to  email  some  of  your  ad  hoc  committee  members  to  let  them  know  you  were 
going? 

MR.  PAGE:  Committee  members,  but  also  some  members  of  the  official 
campaign.  I  just  --  similar  to  the  way  I'm  being  very  careful  with  you,  I  want  to  be  overly 
cautious  not  to  create  any  concerns,  et  cetera.  So  -- 

MR.  GOWDY:  What  were  you  worried  about?  What  was  the  genesis  of  your 
desire  for  caution? 
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MR.  PAGE:  Well,  I  think  if  you  look  back  over  the  last  16  months,  it  was  a  very 
limited  or  benign  version  of  that.  Again,  things  can  get  spun  in  the  media  and  with  certain 
politicians  that  want  to  advance  some  concept  or  a  message.  I  could  never  have  imagined 
how  crazy  it  would  have  gotten  with  —  particularly  with  Mr.  Steele,  et  cetera.  But 
anything's  possible. 

MR.  GOWDY:  We're  going  to  get  to  Mr.  Steele,  but  right  now  I'm  trying  to 
understand  who  you  emailed  and  what  the  content  of  those  emails  were.  If  you  were 
going  to  Moscow  in  July  of  2016,  who  did  you  tell,  why  did  you  tell  them,  and  what  did  you 
tell  them? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  had  just  mentioned  that  -- 1  forget  the  exact  specifics,  but  I  had 
mentioned  to  them,  it  was  Corey  Lewandowski  and  I  believe  Hope  Hicks  and  J.D.,  just  that  I 
had  received  this  invitation,  you  know,  just  wanted  to  let  you  know.  And  I  forget  the 
exact  terminology. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Have  you  made  those  emails  available  to  the  committee? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  but  I  can. 

MR.  GOWDY:  All  right.  And  did  they  respond? 

MR.  PAGE:  So  Corey  said,  if  you  have  interest,  you  know,  if  it's  -  I  forget  the  exact 
terms,  but,  you  know,  if  you  have  -  I'll  add  that  to  the  record.  But  essentially  he  said,  we 
can  -  if  you're  not  going  to  --  you  know,  it  has  nothing  -- 

MR.  GOWDY:  I  don't  know.  That's  why  I'm  asking. 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  not  --  not  --  if  --  you  know,  if  you'd  like  to  go  on  your  own,  not 
affiliated  with  the  campaign,  you  know,  that's  fine. 

MR.  GOWDY:  And  I  assume  you  would  have  those  emails  too,  the  responses? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can  provide  that,  yes. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Okay.  I  want  to  ask  you  about  three  words:  collusion, 
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coordination,  and  conspiracy.  Do  those  words  have  appreciably  the  same  meaning  to 
you,  or  do  they  have  different  meanings? 

MR.  PAGE:  They  all  --  the  common  denominator  between  those  three  is  that  I 
hear  them  a  lot  and  it's  quite  confusing.  All  I  know  is  anything  even  close  to  any  of  those 
particular  definitions,  I've  never  done,  you  know,  as  per  my  —  per  my  correct  biography. 

MR.  GOWDY:  I  got  to  make  sure  you  and  I  have  the  same  understanding  of  the 
words  before  we  can  make  that  next  leap.  So  do  those  words  have  appreciably  the  same 
meaning,  or  do  they  have  different  meanings  to  you,  collusion,  conspiracy,  coordination? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  common  denominator  I  see  in  terms  of  what  I  hear  is  there  are 
things  you  shouldn't  be  doing.  I  don't  do  things  that  I  should  not  be  doing,  both  legally 
and  ethically. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Well,  you  can  coordinate  lunch.  There's  nothing  wrong  with  that, 
is  there?  So  coordination  is  not  an  inherently  malignant  word. 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  it  depends  what  you  add  onto  that  sentence. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Right  now,  I'm  just  asking  you  about  the  meaning.  I  haven't  added 
anything  onto  it  yet. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  take  your  point.  Yes. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Okay.  Do  you  have  any  evidence,  including  yourself,  include 
yourself  in  your  response,  any  evidence  of  collusion  between  the  Trump  campaign  and  the 
Russian  Government  to  access  John  Podesta  or  the  DNC  email  accounts? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  no  evidence  at  all. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Do  you  have  any  evidence  between  any  member  of  the  Trump 
campaign,  official  or  unofficial,  including  yourself,  to  disseminate  the  information  gathered 
as  a  result  of  those  intrusions  into,  again,  the  DNC  server  and  the  Podesta  emails? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  do  not. 
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MR.  GOWDY:  So  you  understand  the  distinction? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  GOWDY:  One  is  whether  or  not  you  conspired,  colluded,  coordinated  with 
the  accessing  of  the  information. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  GOWDY:  And  your  testimony  is  no. 

MR.  PAGE:  Correct. 

MR.  GOWDY:  No  evidence,  regardless  of  the  source? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  GOWDY:  And  then  the  second  question  is  the  dissemination,  even  if  you 
weren't  part  of  the  breach,  the  dissemination  of  that  information. 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  GOWDY:  No  evidence  whatsoever? 

MR.  PAGE:  None. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Never  had  conversation  with  anyone  about  it? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Have  you  ever  had  any  conversations  with  Donald  Trump  Jr.? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Paul  Manafort? 

MR.  PAGE:  Never. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Jared  Kushner? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  sent  to  Paul  Manafort  one  email  when  we  started  getting  attacked 
from  the  New  York  --  you  know,  it  was  actually  The  New  York  Times  that  sent  an  email  to 
both  him  and  myself.  And  I  just  replied  to  him  with  some,  again,  more  political  science 
concepts  in  terms  of  --  one  of  the  authors  had  written  a  book  on  Russia,  and  I  gave  some 
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points  as  to  how  some  of  the  things  in  his  research,  in  his  written  research,  some  of  those 
ideas  and  concepts  he  had  talked  about  in  his  book  within,  you  know,  recent  years  might 
have  interest  in  terms  of  the  campaign. 

MR.  GOWDY:  I'm  a  little  confused.  Did  Mr.  Manafort  respond  back  to  you? 

MR.  PAGE:  He  never  responded  at  all,  no. 

MR.  GOWDY:  All  right.  How  about  George  Papadopoulos,  did  you  have  any 
communications  with  him  during  the  course  of  the  campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  was  included  -- 1  had  totally  -  he  was  another  member  of  our 
growing  committee,  and  I  saw  him.  I  can't  remember  what  --  which  meetings  exactly,  but 
I  did  meet  with  -  he  was  in  some  of  those  group  sessions  that  we  had.  And  I  was 
included  on  some  emails  with  him,  yes. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Have  you  made  those  available  to  the  committee? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  would  assume,  because  it  was  on  a  large  group,  that  -- 1  can.  I  can 
make  that  available.  But  I  assume,  since  it's  on  a  large  group,  you  most  likely  would  have 
received  that  from  others  already.  But  yeah. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Let's  assume  we  haven't. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  will  provide  that,  yes. 

MR.  GOWDY:  How  about  Mike  Flynn,  any  communications  with  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  never  emailed  him,  no.  And  I've  never  spoken  with  him. 

MR.  GOWDY:  So,  if  I  understand  your  testimony  correctly,  you've  never  had  any 
communication,  never  conspired,  colluded,  or  coordinated  with  anyone  with  respect  to  the 
DNC  or  Podesta  intrusions.  Is  that  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  That  is  correct. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Never  had  any  communications  with  or  colluded,  conspired,  or 
coordinated  with  anyone,  American  or  otherwise,  to  disseminate  the  information  gathered 
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as  a  result  of  those  intrusions.  Is  that  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  Let  me  mention  one  brief  element  which  I  think  is  interesting. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Okay. 

MR.  PAGE:  In  October,  I  was  in  London,  and  I  was  -- 1  had  an  RT  interview  in  the 
London  studio  of  RT. 

MR.  GOWDY:  RT  being  Russia  Today,  for  those  who  don't  watch  it. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes,  yes.  One  of  the  two  mentioned  in  the  January  6  Intel  report, 
which  I  think  is  quite  misleading. 

But  when  I  spoke  -  one  of  the  broadcasters  mentioned  --  it  was  right  when  one  of 
the  --  the  hacked  leaks  came  out.  And  he  mentioned  to  me:  Well,  it's  too  bad  how  this 
information  is  coming  out,  because  I  don't  know,  it's  hard  to  make  sense  of  it  all. 

.  So  that  was  the  only  mention  --  again,  he  was  an  RT  representative  --  you  know, 
before  I  went  on  the  air  with  him. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Okay.  The  intrusions,  the  results  of  the  intrusions,  and  I'm  just 
going  to  ask  you  broadly,  efforts  to  interfere  with,  influence,  voter  suppression,  anything 
related  to  the  2016  either  primary  or  general  election  cycles,  have  you  had  any 
conversations  with  any  Americans,  Russians,  anyone,  any  human  being  about  how  to 
interfere  with,  influence,  otherwise  impact  the  2016  election  for  Donald  Trump? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  had  extensive  discussions  with  many  people,  both  in  Article  I 
and  Article  II  branch  institutions  within  government  and  also  private  individuals,  about  the 
illicit  steps  taken  against  me  and  the  false  information  with  -  related  to  the  hack  against 
me  and  the  wiretap  against  myself.  So  nothing  in  -  indirectly,  that  could  affect  President 
or  then-candidate  Trump  and  his  campaign.  So  - 

MR.  GOWDY:  Why  do  you  think  the  FBI  is  investigating  you? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  -  just  based  on  things  that  have  been  leaked  to  the  press, 
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there  are  allegations  that  it  related  to  the  dodgy  dossier.  So,  in  terms  of  those,  the 
perceptions  as  to  what  I  allegedly  did. 

MR.  GOWDY:  I'm  sure  my  colleagues  are  going  to  get  into  the  dossier  with  you. 
But  have  you  been  interviewed  by  the  FBI? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have,  which  was  also  leaked  to  The  Washington  Post  in  June.  I 
usually  don't  talk  about  those  things,  but  it's  been  --  someone  leaked  that  to  The 
Washington  Post.  I  can  confirm  that's  the  case,  yes. 

MR.  GOWDY:  My  guess  is  that  the  questions  the  FBI  asked  you  might  provide 
some  roadmap  as  to  what  they  think  you  may  have  done.  So  what  were  the  questions 
the  FBI  had  for  you? 

MR.  PAGE:  They  primarily  related  --  you  know,  it  was  an  extensive  series  of  many 
meetings,  but  they  -  you  know,  the  core  foundation  I  would  say,  in  terms  of  the  overall 
structure,  in  March  2016  -  I'm  sorry  -  2017,  was  related  to  those  false  allegations  from  the 
dodgy  dossier. 

MR.  GOWDY:  All  right.  Well,  you  have  made  repeated  references  to  false 
allegations  in  the  dossier.  So  I'll  finish  up  there.  There  were  factual  assertions  made 
about  you  in  what's  --  we'll  call  it  the  dossier.  Is  it  your  position  that  some  of  those 
factual  assertions  are  untrue? 

MR.  PAGE:  They  are  all  untrue.  Every  word  in  that  about  me  is  completely  false. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Every  word?  That's  a  big  statement,  Dr.  Page. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  would  need  to  look.  But  in  terms  of  every  sentence,  you  know,  they 
may  say  I  have  some  --  you  know,  I  was  a  supporter  of  the  Trump  campaign.  The  core 
allegations  of  that  document  were  certainly  all  false. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Which  factual  inaccuracies  stand  out  to  you  the  most? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah.  The  main  ones  were  -  there  were  two  main  allegations 
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against  me:  that  I  met  two  individuals,  Igor  Sechin,  the  CEO  of  Rosneft,  and  Mr.  Diveykin, 
someone  who  I  had  never  even  heard  of  in  my  life.  And  each  of  those  people  I've  never 
met  in  my  life. 

And  so  there's  a  lot  of  allegations  in  this  crazy  document  that,  you  know,  I  might 
be  -  going  back  to  the  terminology  you  used  with  collusion,  coordination,  you  know,  et 
cetera,  I  might  have  done  things  like  that  with  them,  which  is  totally  preposterous. 

MR.  GOWDY:  I've  got  a  couple  minutes  left.  I'll  give  that  back  to  the  chairman. 

MR.  ROONEY:  You  were  just  discussing  the  dossier  and,  you  know,  can  you  -  and 
you  were  talking  about  this  in  your  opening  before  you  ran  out  of  time. 

Can  you  expand  in  the  last  2-1/2  minutes  before  the  minority  begins  their  questions 
on  that  thought  process  that  you  were  discussing  with  the  panel  with  regard  to  the  dossier 
and  Mr.  Steele?  Can  you  finish  that  thought  that  you  were  reading? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah.  I  think  it  goes  back  to  the  points  I  was  making  in  my  opening 
statement  and  the  concern  as  these  --  the  realities  surrounding  this  document  continued  to 
come  out  in  the  press  and  all  these  false  allegations  came. 

And  that  is  that,  you  know,  even  though  this  one  individual,  Christopher  Steele, 
has  --  you  know,  by  all  allegations  has  not  been  in  Russia  for  many  years,  to  me,  it's  quite 
shocking  the  level  of  collective  ignorance  about  Russia  and  how  -  you  know,  what  actually 
happens  in  Russia  and  how  Russia  really  works  today;  and  also  the  fact  if  the  allegations  are 
true,  that  there  was  coordination/collusion  between  him  and  the  agencies  of  the  U.S. 
Government,  that  to  me  implies  a  highly  politically  biased  agenda  that  dangerously  violates 
the  legal  mandate  of  these  government  agencies. 

So,  to  me,  that's  a  major,  major  problem,  both  on  a  tactical  level,  looking  at  what 
happened  over  the  last  24  months  or  whatever  since  President  Trump  first  announced  his 
candidacy,  but  also  on  a  strategic  level,  because  that  is  precisely  --  these  misanalyses  by  the 
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U.S.  Intelligence  Community  is  a  complete  repeat  of  what  happened  at  the  end  of  the  Cold 
War,  when  they  totally  missed  -  they  totally  mis-assessed  what  was  going  on  in  Moscow 
and  Russian  institutions. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Have  you  been  told  by  the  Mueller  investigation  that  you  should 
be  --  expected  to  be  indicted? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  ROONEY:  I  yield  back. 

MR.  CONAWAY:  Mr.Schiff. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Dr.  Page,  I  want  to  ask  you  some  questions  about  the  subpoena  you  received.  You 
were  subpoenaed  to  produce  all  documents  relevant  to  the  investigation  by  early  last 
month.  Did  you  comply  with  the  subpoena? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  had  mentioned  to  members  of  the  --  members  of  staff  that  I  have 
serious  concerns  about  various  issues  related  to  both  the  disclosure  but  also  you  look  at 
George  Papadopoulos  with  his  false  statement. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  my  question  is  whether  you  complied  with  the  subpoena 
that  required  you  to  produce  all  relevant  documents  to  the  committee.  Did  you  comply? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  pleaded  my  Fifth  Amendment  rights,  yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  you  informed  --  because  this  is  the  first  that  minority  counsel  is 
learning  this.  You  pleaded  your  Fifth  Amendment  rights  not  to  produce  documents  to  the 
committee? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  ~  I  have  a  severe  concern  that  there  is  a  --  the  information  that  was 
illegally  wiretapped  and  hacked  from  my  computer,  it  will  not  --  by  definition,  I'm  a  little 
guy  with  very  limited  technical  resources.  It  cannot  be  as  comprehensive  as  the 
information  that  was  already  illegally  collected  against  me. 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  my  question  is  very  simple.  Flave  you  complied  with  the 
subpoena,  or  have  you  not?  Did  you  invoke  the  Fifth  Amendment,  or  did  you  not? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  invoked  the  Fifth  Amendment,  yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  that  was  communicated  to  majority  counsel? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes.  It  was  on  an  email. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  Mr.  Gowdy  just  asked  you  a  couple  questions,  and  you 
acknowledged  that  you  have  relevant  evidence  in  the  form  of  emails. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  will  be  happy  to  provide  those,  yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  it's  your  position  that  you  can  selectively  invoke  the  Fifth 
Amendment  to  provide  certain  documents  but  withhold  other  documents? 

MR.  PAGE:  Congressman  Schiff,  I  want  to  help  this  committee  in  every  way  that  I 
can.  I  just  want  to  do  that  in  a  way  that  does  not  put  me  at  jeopardy,  both  judicial,  in  the 
judicial  system  as  we've  seen  with  Mr.  Papadopoulos,  but  also  with  the  extrajudicial 
punishment  that  I  have  been  submitted  to.  After  your  interaction  with  Mr.  Comey  on 
March  20th,  2017, 1  did  receive  significant  personal  domestic  terrorist  threats  to  myself. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  is  it  your  position  that  you  have  a  Fifth  Amendment  right  to 
provide  nonincriminating  emails  or  documents  to  the  committee  but  withhold 
incriminating  documents  from  the  committee  and  selectively  comply  with  the  subpoena? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  --  there  are  no  incriminating  -  nothing  I  have  done  is  incriminating  or 
even  unethical  in  any  way.  The  only  thing  --  the  only  thing  that  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  if  nothing  you  have  is  incriminating,  then  on  what  basis  are 
you  invoking  the  Fifth  Amendment  right? 

MR.  PAGE:  Because  my  concern  is  that  the  information  I  would  provide  to  you,  on 
two  levels:  Number  one,  there  could  be  risks  that  the  information  is  not  comprehensive. 
And  the  information,  which  was  already  illegally  hacked  from  my  computer  systems 
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by  -  you  know,  based  on  some  of  these  proceedings  of  the  past  year,  will  not  match  up. 

So  that's  my  major  concern. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  Dr.  Page,  we'll  have  to  discuss  with  the  majority  whether  this  is 
a  proper  invocation  of  the  Fifth  Amendment,  as  well  as  why  we  were  not  informed  that  you 
had  invoked  the  Fifth  Amendment. 

MR.  PAGE:  There's  also  -  again,  if  you  read  the  specifics  of  the  Fifth  Amendment, 
it  also  refers  to,  you  know,  twice  -  being  twice  in  jeopardy  of  life  and  limb.  The 
extrajudicial  punishment  I've  been  submitted  to  for  over  14  months  now  represents  the 
risks,  you  know. 

I've  been  submitted  to  risks  of  life  and  limb  many  more  than  twice  related  to  these 
proceedings.  So  that's  the  other  element.  It's  both  the,  again,  judicial  -  assuming  that 
the  legal  system  actually  works  this  time,  which  by  all  indications  did  not  work  last  year, 
but  also  the  second  element  of  the  -  the  extrajudicial  punishment  I've  been  threatened 
with. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Just  so  that  we’re  clear,  though,  Dr.  Page,  you  are  refusing  to  provide 
certain  documents  relevant  to  our  investigation,  such  as  documents  that  may  pertain  to 
your  trip  to  Russia,  on  the  basis  that  they  may  incriminate  you? 

MR.  PAGE:  Nothing  would  directly  incriminate  me.  The  only  thing  that  could  put 
me  in  some  risk  for  a  very  aggressive  prosecutor  is  the  lack  of  overlap  with  those  two. 

The  fact  that  some  of  the  document  --  you  know,  my  documents  will  not  be  --  by  definition, 
they  cannot  be  as  comprehensive  as  the  documents  which  are  already  collected.  The 
National  Security  Agency,  CIA,  and  FBI  have  infinitely  greater  data  processing  capabilities 
than  I  do. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  I'm  really  just  trying  to  understand  if  you  are  invoking  the 
privilege  or  not.  Are  you  refusing  to  turn  over  certain  documents  to  the  committee  that 
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are  relevant  to  our  investigation  because  you  are  invoking  the  Fifth  Amendment? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes.  Yes,  sir.  And  each  of  those  elements  within  it,  both  judicial 
and  extrajudicial. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  what  email  services  and  addresses  have  you  used  over  the 
last  2  years? 


overloaded. 

There's  a  --  one  of  the  scholars  I've  worked  with  or  I've  interacted  with  over  the 
years  is  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of  Gary  Sick.  He's  a  major  expert  in  the  Middle  --  in  the 
Middle  East  and  based  at  Columbia  University,  and  he  sends  tons  of  emails.  So  I  have  a 
mmiimH  that's  also  -  you  know,  that  I  get  those  emails,  which  I  look  at,  you 
know,  maybe  once  a  month  or  so  when  I  get  an  opportunity. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  have  a  Trump  campaign  email? 

MR.  PAGE:  Never,  no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Apart  from  the  three  email  accounts  that  you've  mentioned,  do  you 
have  any  other  email  accounts? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  There  which  I  believe 

supposed  to  route  to  but  sometimes  that  works;  sometimes  it  doesn't. 

I  don't  have  a  very  sophisticated  email  system. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you  don't  have  an  AOL  account  or  a  Hotmail  account  or  Yahoo 
account  or  any  other  email  account? 

PAGE: 

MR.  SCHIFF: 

MR.  PAGE: 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  Flave  you  used  encrypted  apps  to  communicate  as  well? 

MR.  PAGE:  Sometimes  I  use Due  to  the  fact  --  because 
I  travel  a  lot  and  I'm  a  small  fry,  so  it  costs  -  if  you  text  from  the  U.K.  or  Russia  on  your  U.S. 
cell  phone,  it's,  you  know  --  can  be  up  to  $5  a  minute.  But  if  you  do  it  via  these 
internet-based  apps,  it's  free,  you  know,  unlimited.  Or  I  think^m  may  charge  you 
a  dollar  a  year.  So,  just  from  an  efficiency  standpoint,  I  use  those  from  time  to  time. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  what  other  platforms  do  you  use  to  communicate,  either  text, 
email,  or  otherwise? 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  the  iPhone  has  an  iMessage  capability.  So  sometimes  I  do  that 
from  time  to  time.  And  I  think  standard  text  messaging  I  sometimes  do  as  well. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  from  what  phone  number? 

MR.  PAGE:  Just  -  again,  related  to  the  domestic  terrorist  threats  I've  faced,  is  it 
possible  to  --  if  I  start  giving  out  all  these  --  this  information,  does  this  have  to  be  --  could 
we  make  this,  you  know,  outside  of  the  record,  or  does  this  -  I'm  happy  to  give  you  that 
information.  I'm  just  trying  to  -  given  the  significant  threats  I've  faced  over  time,  over 
the  last  year,  I  want  to  just  be  careful.  So  is  that  something  that,  you  know,  we  could  do 
off  the  record  or  -  I  forget  the  - 

MR.  SCHIFF:  It  can  be  off  the  record.  We  can  discuss  with  the  majority  how  to 
deal  with  this.  As  I  understand  it,  it  was  your  request  that  this  hearing  be  public  and  the 
majority's  wish  that  it  be  public.  But  we  will  do  our  best  to  figure  out  how  we  can 
accommodate  that  concern. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can  assure  you  --  now,  those  documents  that  you're  requesting,  will 
those  --  you  know,  in  terms  of  the  email  about  joining  the  campaign,  et  cetera,  some  of 
those  will  have  my  phone  number  on  it.  Is  that  going  to  be  made  available  to  the  public 
or  - 
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MR,  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  all  I  can  tell  you  is  we  will  work  with  the  majority  to  do  our 
best  to  protect  your  personally  identifiable  information. 

MR.  PAGE:  Thank  you  so  much.  Okay.  That  number  is -- 
MR.  ROONEY:  Hold  on  a  second.  I  don't  think  that  it's  relevant  that  he  actually 
say  his  phone  number  for  the  record.  He  can  write  it  down  and  give  it  to  us  rather  than 
having  it  printed  on  the  court  reporter  and  then  broadcast  to  the  public.  He's  already 
given  his  email,  which  he's  clearly  going  to  have  to  change.  I  mean,  that's  a  little  bit 
over  -  if  he  can  write  it  down  and  give  it  to  you,  I  think  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Mr.  Rooney,  we're  more  than  copacetic  with  having  those  sections 
redacted  from  the  public  record,  but  we  do  want  to  be  able  to  gain  access  through  third 
parties  to  communications  if  this  witness  is  unwilling  to  provide  them  directly.  And  so 
knowing  what  cell  phone  account  is  going  to  be  important  in  the  investigation.  But  we 
are  supportive  of  a  redaction  of  this,  but  the  committee  does  need  the  information. 

MR.  ROONEY:  That's  fine.  I  just  don't  understand  why  it  has  to  be  made  public 
for  the  world  to  consume. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I'm  not  saying  it  should  be  made  public.  I  am  saying  that  the 
committee  does  need  to  know.  So  we  are  supportive  -- 

MR.  ROONEY:  I  agree.  He  can  write  it  down  and  give  it  to  you.  I  don't  know 
why  it  has  to  be  issued  into  the  report. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I  think  that  the  witness  ought  to  testify  as  to  what  — 

MR.  ROONEY:  His  phone  number  is  relevant  to  -  for  the  public  consumption?  I 
mean,  I  -  he  is  here  voluntarily  to  give  his  testimony  to  help  this  committee  understand 
what  he  did  during  the  campaign.  I  don't  know  that  the  American  public  needs  to  know 
what  his  phone  number  is. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Mr.  Rooney,  we're  in  agreement -- 


UNCLASSIFIED 


UNCLASSIFIED 


32 


MR.  ROONEY:  You  can. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  We're  in  agreement  here. 

MR.  ROONEY:  All  right. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I  don't  why  you're  arguing.  We  support  redacting  this  from  the 
public  record,  but  I  do  think  that  the  witness  ought  to  be  under  oath  as  to  what  phones 
he's  using.  So,  unless  you  object  to  the  witness  being  under  oath  as  to  his  methods  of 
communication,  can  we  please  allow  the  witness  to  answer? 

MR.  ROONEY:  I  don't.  I  just  don't  think  he  needs  to  tell  you  his  phone  number 
out  loud  for  the  reporter  to  record.  I  think  he  can  just  give  it  to  you. 

MR.  PAGE:  Sir,  I  am  99.9  percent  certain  that  that  is  definitely  within  at  least 
some  of  those  emails  which  have  been  requested  and  which  I  will  be  happy  to  provide  you, 
yes.  And  so,  assuming  that  that  is  not  going  to  be  entered  in  the  public  record,  I  believe 
your  request  will  be  fully  -  fully  met  with  that. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  I  appreciate  that. 

And,  Mr.  Conaway,  will  you  support  my  request  that  this  information  be  redacted 
from  the  public  record? 

MR.  CONAWAY:  Yes.  Rather  than  having  it  show  up  as  a  blank,  why  don't  we  do 
it  in  ways  that  protects  his  identity  but  puts  the  bulk  of  the  -  you  know,  bodies  of  the 
emails,  all  those  kind  of  things,  into  the  public  record,  but  in  terms  of  actually  him  reading 
it  into  the  record  and  us  having  a  blank  in  there,  just  have  a  statement  that  says  he 
provided  the  committee  with  that  number  or  something.  But  yes,  we'll  work  together  to 
make  that  happen. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So,  Dr.  Page,  the  number  that  you'll  provide  the  committee  is  your 
one  and  only  cell  phone  number,  or  do  you  have  more  than  one  number? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  various  numbers  in  --  so  similar  to  what  I  was  saying  about 
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trying  to  cut  down  on  costs,  because  I  travel  a  lot,  I  have  a  U.K.  mobile  number  and  a 
Russia,  a  Moscow  SIM  card  that  I  use.  And,  again,  the  nice  thing  about  U.K.  in  particular, 
when  it's  $5  a  minute  if  I  use  my  AT&T  phone,  in  London,  any  incoming  call  if  I'm  talking  to 
someone  for  an  hour,  an  incoming  call  on  a  U.K.  mobile  is  free.  So  it's  --  that  saves  me 
$300,  you  know,  on  a  1-hour  call. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So,  Dr.  Page,  you  will  provide  then  your  two  phone  numbers  and 
your  SIM  card  number  to  the  committee  prior  to  your  departure  today,  or  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can  give  you  the  --  it's  actually  on  my  -- 1  need  to  --  it  may  be  on  my 
mobile  phone.  The  Russia -- you  said  the  SIM  card  number.  I'm  careful.  There  may  be 
an  identification  -  there's  a  phone  number  associated  with  it.  I'm  not  sure  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Just  the  phone  number. 

MR.  PAGE:  The  phone  number,  yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you'll  provide  those,  and  those  will  be  --  and  you  understand  that 
that  will  be  under  oath  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  -  as  to  the  accuracy? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  lie,  Congressman  Schiff.  So  everything  I  say,  whether  it's 
under  oath  or  not  under  oath,  is  going  to  be  equally  accurate  and  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge.  And,  again,  in  paragraph  36  and  37  of  the  complaint  I  filed  in  U.S.  District 
Court,  Southern  District  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page - 

MR.  PAGE:  -- 1  also  redacted  Michael  Isikoff's  number,  who  had  meet  with  the 
Christopher  Steele  --  or  Christopher  Steele  part  of  the  dodgy  dossier. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  have  you  taken  any  action  or  urged  others  to  take  any 
action  to  conceal  your  communications  that  are  the  subject  of  this  investigation? 
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MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  understand  the  question.  What  are  you  driving  -- 1  --  the  only 
thing  I  am  cautious  about  is  communications  --  the  members  of  our  volunteer  team,  I'm 
cautious  about  the  severe  damage  that's  been  done  to  their  reputation  based  on  these 
false  allegations  against  me.  So  the  only  thing  I'm  -  I  try  to  keep  confidential  is  things 
that  would  hurt  other  people,  so  --  in  terms  of  having  their  name  associated  with  myself. 

So  - 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Flave  you  taken  any  steps,  Dr.  Page,  to  conceal  any  communications 
regarding  individuals  you  may  have  met  in  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  have  you  urged  others  to  take  any  steps  to  conceal  any 
communications  with  you  or  with  others  regarding  any  individuals  you  may  have  met  in 
Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you  have  never  encouraged  people  to  use  encrypted  applications 
to  avoid  detection? 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  the  -- 1  --  when  the  dodgy  dossier  libeled  me  and  --  or  these 
articles  which  came  out  of  the  --  Christopher  Steele's  investigation  came  out,  I  started 
having,  you  know,  serious  reputational  damage,  but  also  these  threats  against  my  life  and 
against,  you  know,  people  I'm  close  with. 

And  so  I  may  have  spoken  with  or  I  may  have  tried  to  mention  to  certain  people 
that  I'm  taking  steps  to  try  to  protect  my  life  and  restore  my  life,  which  had  been  so 
thoroughly  disrupted,  given  these  false  allegations  from  Christopher  Steele's  reporting  and 
the  media  who  had  met  with  him  and  with  Fusion  GPS,  which  came  out  of  that. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Let  me  try  to  ask  the  question  again,  Dr.  Page.  Have  you  ever  taken 
steps  yourself  or  urged  others  to  take  steps  to  conceal  either  meetings  or  conversations 
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that  you  had  while  you  were  in  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you've  never -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Again,  just  to  be  very  clear,  every  meeting  I  ever  had  in  Russia  was 
completely  benign.  It  was  nothing,  you  know,  nothing  I  would  be  ashamed  of  having 
broadcast  on  national  television,  because,  again,  I've  never  done  anything  wrong,  not  only 
in  those  2  years  but  throughout  my  life  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  I  want  to  make  sure  we  have  clarity.  So  you've  never 
urged  others  to  use  encrypted  apps  or  avoid  using  open  communications  regarding 
meetings  in  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  no.  And,  again,  anything  within  those 
meetings  would  be  totally  benign  anyway.  But  I'm  just  -  again,  being  similar  to  my 
discussion  with  Congressman  Gowdy,  just  being  very  careful.  Again,  to  the  best  of  my 
recollection.  I'm  just  cautious. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page - 

MR.  PAGE:  There  may  have  some  administrative  consideration  in  the  back  of  my 
mind  but,  again,  no  judicial  and/or  extrajudicial  concerns  in  terms  of  the  content  and 
substance  of  those  meetings. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  you  were  on  television  two  nights  ago  with  Mr.  Hayes  and 
stated  that  you  had  no  meetings,  no  serious  discussions  with  anyone  high  up  or  in  any 
official  capacity;  it's  just  kind  of  man  on  the  street,  you  know. 

Was  that  an  accurate  description  of  your  trip  to  Moscow  in  July  of  last  year? 

MR.  PAGE:  Absolutely.  Absolutely. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  no  meetings  with  anyone  high  up  or  in  any  official  capacity? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  Mostly  scholars.  Again,  I  --  having  done  my  Ph.D.  in  London 
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and,  you  know,  interacted  with  scholars  around  the  world  for  decades,  going  back  to  my 
time  at  the  ~  even  in  my  time  in  the  Pentagon  when  I  was  --  would  participate  in  various 
events  at  the  Brookings  Institution  and  others,  there  were  certain  scholars  I  would  interact 
with  there.  So  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you  had  no  private  meetings  with  any  senior  Russian  officials? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  sir. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Now,  Dr.  Page,  you  mentioned  Arkadiy  - 

MR.  PAGE:  Dvorkovich,  yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  --Dvorkovich.  I'll  mispronounce  his  name.  Is  he  the  Deputy  Prime 
Minister  of  the  Russian  Federation? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  he  might  be,  yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  you  don't  consider  him  to  be  a  high-up  official  or  someone  in  an 
official  capacity? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  --  nothing  I  --  it  was  --  again,  I  did  not  meet  with  him.  I  greeted  him 
briefly  as  he  was  walking  off  the  stage  after  his  speech. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you  had  no  private  meeting  with  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  Absolutely  no,  not  in  July. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  have  a  private  meeting  with  him  at  some  later  point? 

MR.  PAGE:  We  did  -  he  stopped  by  a  dinner  I  went  to  in  December  with  people 
from  the  university,  New  Economic  School.  I  was  talking  with  them  about  possible 
research  opportunities  in  the  years  to  come.  And  so,  you  know,  he  --  he's  a  graduate  of 
the  university.  He's  a  board  member  of  the  university,  and  he  was  invited,  yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  that  was  in  December  of  last  year? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes.  2016,  yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  But  in  July  of  2016  you  had  no  private  meeting  with  him? 
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[10:41a.m.] 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Following  your  meeting,  your  trip  to  Russia,  did  you  send  a  memo 
back  to  the  campaign  that  conveyed  the  results  of  your  trip  to  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  i  did  offer  some  thoughts  about  some  of  my  takeaways  and 
experiences  there,  yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  in  that  document,  Dr.  Page,  didn't  you  state,  on  Thursday  and 
Friday,  July  7  and  8,  2016:  "Campaign  Adviser  Carter  Page"  --  you're  referring  to  yourself 
in  the  third  person  -  "presented  before  gatherings  at  the  New  Economic  School,  NES,  in 
Moscow,  including  their  2006  commencement  ceremony.  Russian  Deputy  Prime  Minister 
and  NES  Board  Member  Arkadiy  Dvorkovich  also  spoke  before  the  event.  In  a  private 
conversation,  Dvorkovich  expressed  strong  support  for  Mr.  Trump  and  a  desire  to  work 
together  toward  devising  better  solutions  in  response  to  the  vast  range  of  current 
international  problems"? 

This  is  a  document  Bates  stamped  Dr.  Page,  did  you  write  that? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  did.  It  was  a  general  sentiment  of,  you  know,  hope  for  the  future. 
That's  all  he  expressed  in  that  brief  hello. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page - 

MR.  PAGE:  It  was  literally  --  it  could  not  have  been  more  than  -  it  was  well  less 
than  10  seconds,  probably  closer  to  5  seconds  than  10  seconds  in  terms  of  that  interaction. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So,  Dr.  Page,  2  days  ago,  you  told  the  public  on  television  you  had  no 
meetings  with  anyone  except  essentially  the  man  on  the  street,  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Two  minutes  ago,  you  said  you  had  no  private  meeting  with  Arkadiy. 
Is  that  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 


UNCLASSIFIED 


UNCLASSIFIED 


39 


MR.  SCHIFF:  And  now  you  say  you  did  have  a  private  conversation  with  him  on 
the  subject  of  U.S./Russia  relations.  Is  that  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  -  similar  to  my  description  of  benefitting  greatly  from  listening  to 
speeches  from  both  candidates,  both  Mrs.  Clinton  and  Mr.  Trump,  during  the  campaign,  I 
listen  closely.  I'm  a  student,  a  scholar,  someone  that  really  listens  to  try  to  understand 
the  other  person's  perspective  and  the  other  person's  point  of  view  and  viewpoint. 

I  listened  -- 1  sat  and  listened  in  Russian  to  his  speech  in  --  at  the  New  Economic 
School  on  the  grand  stage  in  front  of  hundreds  of  people  in  the  large  auditorium.  And  it 
was  primarily  based  on  that  feedback  that  - 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And,  Dr.  Page,  is  this  one  of  the  documents  that  you  have  withheld 
from  producing  to  the  committee? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  withheld  --  again,  I'm  cautious  because  the  information  that's 
already  been  taken  from  me  illegally,  by  all  accounts,  according  to  leaks  to  the  press,  is 
information  that  I  want  to  be  careful  does  not  create  any  additional  -  it  can  never  be  as 
comprehensive  as  the  information  that's  already  been  taken  from  me. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  I'm  not  sure  I  understand  the  answer.  Is  this  a  document 
that's  in  your  possession  that  you  withheld  from  the  committee? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  would  be  happy  to  give  you  that  document,  yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  we  have  the  document,  Dr.  Page.  That's  really  not  the  point. 
But  you  had  this  document.  You're  aware  that  it  was  responsive  to  the  subpoena  and  you 
refused  to  provide  it? 

MR.  PAGE:  As  part  of  the  -  the  main  reason  is,  I'm  cautious  for  those  two  reasons 
mentioned,  that  I  don't  want  to  create  any  inconsistencies,  given  the  deep  level  of 
information  that's  already  been  illegally  taken  against  me,  totally  outside  any  concept  of 
the  constitutional  due  process  rights. 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  Mr.  Steele  in  the  dossier  makes  reference  to  a  meeting  that 
you  had  with  a  representative  of  the  Presidential  administration.  Did  you  meet  with  any 
representatives  of  the  Presidential  administration  while  you  were  in  Moscow  in  July  of  last 
year? 

MR.  PAGE:  Just  that  brief  greeting  that  I  mentioned. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  the  only  person  you  met  --  you  only  met  with  a  single  person  from 
the  Presidential  administration  and  that  was  Dvorkovich? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes,  sir,  again,  being  very  careful  of  the  distinction  been  met  and 
meeting,  yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  write  in  an  email  to  Tera  Dahl  and  J.D.  Gordon,  on  July  8,  "On 
a  related  front,  I'll  send  you  guys  a  readout  soon  regarding  some  incredible  insights  and 
outreach  I've  received  from  a  few  Russian  legislators  and  senior  members  of  the 
Presidential  administration  here"?  Did  you  write  that  email,  Dr.  Page? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  I  did.  And  it  goes  back  to  the  point  I  mentioned  with 
listening  to  speeches,  listening  to  particularly  Arkadiy  Dvorkovich's  speech,  right.  Again, 
great  insights  just  like  I  learned  great  insights  --  even  though  I've  met  -  I've  never  met 
Donald  J.  Trump  in  my  life,  I've  learned  a  lot  from  him,  and  I  got  great  insights  from  that, 
from  listening  and  studying  the  information  that  he  -  that  he's  provided  in  public  forums. 
That's  --  that  is  the  primary,  primary  source. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  you've  testified  under  oath  that  you  met  with  no  senior 
officials  except  for  a  hello  to  the  person  who  turns  out  to  be  the  Deputy  Prime  Minister  of 
the  Russian  Federation? 

MR.  PAGE:  Uh-huh. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  You've  also  testified  that,  apart  from  him,  you  met  no  one  from  the 
Presidential  administration,  and  yet  on  July  8,  of  last  year,  you  wrote  in  an  email  to  the 
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campaign  that  you  had  incredible  insights  and  outreach  that  you  received  from  Russian 
legislators  and  senior  members,  plural,  of  the  Presidential  administration.  Were  you 
being  honest  in  your  communication  with  the  campaign?  Are  you  being  honest  in  your 
testimony?  Because  it  doesn't  seem  possible  for  both  to  be  true. 

MR.  PAGE:  There  has  been  --  again,  great  feedback  and  positive  feelings  were 
expressed  in  public  forums  and  even  just  reading  the  newspaper  in  Russian  that  there  was 
hope  for  the  future.  And  it's  very  --  you  know,  the  way  I  explain  this  to  people  is  it's  very 
similar  to  then-candidate  Barack  Obama's  speech  in  Germany. 

If  you  remember,  in  2008,  he  received  a  tremendous  amount  of  positive  feedback  - 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page - 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  I'm  referring  to  Bates  stamp in  which  you 
relate  that  you  had  received  insights  and  outreach  from  Russian  legislators  and  senior 
members  of  the  Presidential  administration.  What  members  of  the  Presidential 
administration  did  you  meet? 

MR.  PAGE:  No  meetings.  You  know,  it's  insights  versus  outreach.  The  insights 
were  primarily  based  on  the  materials  or  the  ideas  that  I  read  in  the  press,  similar  to  my 
listening  to  President  Trump  in  the  various  speeches  that  I  heard  of  his. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  What- 

MR.  PAGE:  Outreach,  let  me  put  it  this  way:  I  think  scholars,  in  general,  were 
also  very  enthusiastic  about  trying  to  end  this  second  cold  war  that's  been  created.  And 
so  I  think  it  was  sort  of  a  foregone  conclusion  -  it  was  pretty  much  understood  that  people 
would  be  happy  --  if  there  was  interest  in  terms  of  having  a  dialogue,  I'm  certain  that  the 
Russians  would  be  more  than  willing  to  do  that.  That's  what  I  was  expressing,  perhaps 
not  in  the  most  careful,  cautious  —  you  know,  if  I  had  started  my  personal  legal  training 
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previously,  I  probably  would  have  used  a  different  word,  frankly  speaking. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  I  don't  think  you  need  legal  training  to  be  able  to 
distinguish  between  what  you  told  the  public  2  days  ago  that  you  essentially  only  met  the 
man  on  the  street  — 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  -  and  what  you  have  related  privately  to  the  Trump  campaign,  that 
you  had  met  with  Russian  legislators  and  senior  members  of  the  Presidential 
administration. 

I  yield  back. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  do  not  see  the  word  "meeting"  in  this  sentence.  Congressman  Schiff. 
I  do  not  see  the  word  "meeting."  Again,  outreach  is  available,  and  incredible  insights 
were  provided.  I'm  -  I  wrote  a  500-page  dissertation  on  related  themes. 

That's,  you  know  —  that's  the  primary  insights.  And  the  outreach  is  kind  of  an 
open  --  open  arms.  Per  John  F.  Kennedy's  statement,  never  fear  to,  you  know  -  do  not 
negotiate  in  fear;  do  not  fear  to  negotiate.  This  is  not  even  negotiation. 

This  was  about  just  having  a  warm  conversation  with  individuals,  similar  to  what 
then-candidate  Barack  Obama  had  in  Germany  2008.  I  think  that's  a  great  way  of 
understanding  kind  of  the  positive  vibe,  if  you  will,  from  primarily  the  man  on  the  street, 
because  that's  kind  of  my  greatest  interaction. 

Just  like  my  greatest  interaction  was  --  again,  having  never  met  Donald  J.  Trump, 
the  people  at  those  rallies  that  I  -  where  I  was  listening  to  some  of  the  concepts  that  he 
was  talking  about  in  terms  of  policy,  et  cetera,  that's  the  primary  basis  of  my  insights  on 
both  sides. 

MR.  CONAWAY:  All  right.  Thank  you. 

Without  objection,  the  chair  and  ranking  member  will  be  permitted  to  question  the 
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witnesses  for  an  additional  30  minutes  each  and  may  yield  to  other  members  at  their 
discretion. 

So,  now,  on  our  side,  before  we  move  --  go  ahead.  Start  the  clock,  Nick. 

To  set  the  record  straight  with  respect  to  notification  of  the  minority  about  your 
attempt  to  plead  the  Fifth,  we  have  in  our  possession  a  letter,  dated  October  the  10th, 
2017,  at  3:42  p.m.  In  this  letter  from  Dr.  Page  to  Mueller,  Burr,  Warner,  Devin,  me,  and 
Adam  Schiff:  I'm  writing  to  inform  you  that  my  intention  to  exercise  the  constitutional 
protections  offered  by  the  privileges  of  the  Fifth  Amendment. 

So,  in  that  letter,  he  claims  the  Fifth.  That  came  to  us,  to  Kash  Patel,  at  3:42,  on 
October  10. 

We  then  have  another  email  from  Kash  to  Nick,  dated  October  the  10th,  at  3:50, 

8  minutes  later,  asking:  Nick,  please  file  and  let  minority  know.  Thanks. 

We  then  have  an  email  from  Nick  to  a  variety  of  folks  on  the  minority  side,  date 
stamped  October  the  10th,  2017,  at  4:12.  And  so  let  the  record  reflect  that  we  received  it 
at  3:42;  we  passed  it  onto  the  clerk  at  3:50;  and  the  clerk  passed  it  to  the  minority  at  4:12. 

So,  with  that,  we  will  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Would  the  gentleman  yield? 

MR.  CONAWAY:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Mr.  Chairman,  we  were  informed  by  the  majority  that  Mr.  Page  had 
agreed  to  testify  and  waive  his  Fifth  Amendment  if  we  allowed  the  transcript  to  be 
released.  That  was  the  understanding  that  was  conveyed  to  the  minority  as  the  reason 
why  we  were  departing  from  the  committee's  usual  practice  of  publishing  the  transcript. 
Was  that  not  accurate,  Mr.  Chairman? 

MR.  CONAWAY:  I  don't  know  about  that.  You  just  said  that  we  didn't  let  you 
know  that  he  had  pled  the  Fifth  originally,  and  we're  just  correcting  the  record  on  your 
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comment  that  we  had  withheld  information  from  you  relative  to  his  original  plea  for  the 
Fifth.  So  that's  all  I  was  doing  was  correcting  that  statement. 

So  we'll  now  move  on. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  we  were  informed  that  Dr.  Page  had  agreed  not  to  invoke  the 
Fifth  if  we  had  agreed  to  - 

MR.  CONAWAY:  Well,  that  was  subsequent  to  this  letter. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  But  that  does  not  appear  to  be  honored  today,  Mr.  Chairman. 

MR.  CONAWAY:  What? 

MR.  SCHIFF:  The  witness  is  still  refusing  to  provide  documents,  is  still  invoking  the 

Fifth  - 

MR.  CONAWAY:  Well,  we  can  take  that  up.  But  you  just  said  earlier,  in  kind  of 
an  off-handed,  derogatory  way,  that  we  had  not  informed  you  that  he  had  originally  pled 
the  Fifth.  And  I  just  wanted  to  correct  the  record,  Adam,  to  say  that  we  did  on  a  relatively 
timely  basis.  I  got  it's  32  minutes  out  of  whack,  but  we  gave  that  to  you  guys  back  on 
October  the  10th.  And  I  was  just  correcting  that  statement. 

All  the  stuff  that's  happened  since,  his  inability  to  provide  --  or  his  refusal  to  honor 
our  subpoena,  you  and  I  and  the  group  can  take  that  up  with  him  subsequently,  because 
I'm  a  bit  offended  that  he's  got  those  documents  when  he  told  us  he  didn't. 

So,  nevertheless,  he  told  us,  we  told  you,  and  now  we're  moving  on.  So  we've 
now  killed  3  minutes  of  our  time  with  a  conversation  that  was  simply  intended  to  correct 
your  original  statement. 

So,  with  that,  we'll  move  on. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Dr.  Page,  let  me  try  to  gain  a  little  bit  of  clarity,  and  I  won't  take  the 
remaining  time. 

Going  back  to  the  FBI,  how  many  times  have  you  been  interviewed  by  the  FBI? 
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MR.  PAGE:  In  2017,  either  four  or  five  meetings. 

MR.  GOWDY:  How  about  2016? 

MR.  PAGE:  2016, 1  can't  recall.  I'm  always  very  cautious,  for  confidentiality 
reasons,  to  not  take  notes.  I  don't  recall  when  exactly,  yeah.  I've  — 

MR.  GOWDY:  I  try  to  be  cautious  too,  Dr.  Page,  but  it  is  not  difficult  for  me  to 
remember  the  number  of  times  that  the  FBI  has  interviewed  me  in  2016  because  the 
answer  would  be  zero.  I'm  just  wondering  if  you  can  recall  whether  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation  may  have  interviewed  you  in  2016? 

MR.  PAGE:  During  that  case  related  to  Mr.  Podobnyy,  where  --  which  was  also 
illegally  leaked,  that  I  was  indeed  Male  No.  1,  someone  leaked  that  to  Politico  and  ABC 
News  in  April  -- 1  had  a  meeting  in  the  U.S.  District  Court,  Southern  District  in  New  York  --  or 
the  U.S.  Attorney's  Office  there  on  the  criminal  side  -- 1  can't  remember  the  exact 
timing  --  and  I  spoke  with  them  about  that  then. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Well,  I'm  not  sure  the  manner  in  which  you're  referring.  Would 
that  be  unrelated  to  the  Trump  campaign  or  today's  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Totally  unrelated,  absolutely. 

MR.  GOWDY:  All  right.  So - 

MR.  PAGE:  And  I  would  say,  just  to  be  clear,  I  was  a  witness  to  that  prior  case. 

MR.  GOWDY:  All  right.  Other  than  the  Bureau,  have  you  been  interviewed  or 
talked  with  any  other  law  enforcement  entities? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  spoken  --  do  you  --  I'm  not  --  I'm  sorry. 

MR.  GOWDY:  I  hope  not.  I  don't  think  so. 

MR.  PAGE:  Okay. 

MR.  GOWDY: 
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MR.  PAGE:  Yeah,  well,  I  know  there's  kind  of  overlap  on  this. 

MR.  GOWDY:  I  hope  not.  You're  telling  us  something  we  don't  know. 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  I'm  learning  a  lot  about  some  of  the  gray  areas  which  have 

been  -- 

All  right.  ^ | 

MHMM  HHHH1  the  FBI  would  be  the  only  law  enforcement 
entity  that  you  had  spoken  with? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes.  Yes. 

MR.  GOWDY:  And  I'm  trying  to  understand  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  I  haven't  gotten  speeding  tickets  for  many  --  over  10  years,  so  I  think 
no  local  --  I've  spoken  -- 1  had  my  fingers  printed  in  the  New  York  Police  Department  for  my 
securities  registration.  I  can't  remember  exactly  when  that  was.  That  may  have  been 
about  2  years  ago,  I  would  say,  something  like  that. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Okay.  Thank  you  for  that  clarification. 

I'm  trying  to  understand  law  enforcement's  interest  in  you  with  respect  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  this  committee,  what  we're  investigating.  And  how  many  times  have  they 
interviewed  you  in  connection  with  Russia's  attempts  to  interfere  with  or  influence  the 
2016  election  cycle? 

MR.  PAGE:  Approximately  four.  They  came  up  --  you  know,  typically  when  the 
FBI  has  reached  out  to  me  previously,  they  give  me  a  call.  This  time,  in  early  March  2017, 
they  just  showed  up.  I  was  in  a  lobby  near  Lincoln  Center  in  the  upper  west  side  of 
Manhattan,  and  they  just  walked  up  to  me. 

And  I  was  so  happy  to  see  them  because  I  had  sent  a  letter  to  --  sorry.  This  is  --  I'm 
glad  you  reminded  me.  I  sent  a  letter  to  Director  Comey  on  September  -  Sunday, 
September  25,  2016,  after  the  world  premiere  of  the  dodgy  dossier  when  these  false 
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allegations  were  broadcast  by  Yahoo  News  and  Radio  Free  Europe/Radio  Liberty,  which  is 
funded  by  the  Federal  agency  Broadcasting  Board  of  Governors. 

MR.  GOWDY:  I  guess  this  is  where  I'm  a  little  bit  confused.  Did  the  Bureau  talk 
to  you  before  the  dossier  was  made  public? 

MR.  PAGE:  Did  not.  And  I  was  actually -- 1  was  concerned  about  that.  That 
represented  a  serious  concern,  particularly  given  the  threats  I  had  been  subjected  to  and 
the  severe  personal  damage,  both  to  myself  but,  frankly,  to  the  Trump  campaign  as  well. 

MR.  GOWDY:  All  right.  I  don't  want  to  cut  you  off  there,  but  I'm  just  trying  to 
establish  whether  or  not  the  Bureau  talked  to  you  before  the  dossier  was  made  public. 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  in  --  not  anytime  between  July  2016  and  until  the  meeting  that  I 
just  referenced,  where  they  first  came  up  and  approached  me  in  March. 

MR.  GOWDY:  And  is  it  your  testimony  that  all  of  the  Bureau's  questions  to  you  are 
about  allegations  made  in  the  dossier? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  all  of,  but  that  --  if-- 1  would  say  that  that  was  a  central 
foundation,  and,  again,  it  would  sort  of  branch  out  from  there.  So  also  —  there  were 
some  questions  also  about  that  prior  case  with  Podobnyy  as  well. 

MR.  GOWDY:  All  right.  I've  written  down  four  different  words.  I  didn't  think 
I'd  ever  be  going  through  this  with  anyone,  but  we've  got  to,  I  guess.  You  seem  to  draw  a 
distinction  between  a  meeting,  a  greeting,  a  conversation,  and  you  hearing  a  speech. 

So,  to  the  extent  you  may  have  said  that  you  have  met  with  senior  members  of 
Russian  Government  or  legislators  in  Russia,  were  those  meetings,  greetings, 
conversations,  or  were  you  sitting  in  the  audience  listening? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  greetings  were  to  Arkadiy  Dvorkovich  and  perhaps  -- 1  believe 
there  were  a  couple  of  legislators,  again,  in  the  audience,  you  know,  people  whose  kids 
were  graduating  from  this  top  Russian  university,  like  if  you  go  to  Yale's  commencement  or 


UNCLASSIFIED 


UNCLASSIFIED 


48 


Stanford's  commencement,  and  there  may  be  some  senior  government  officials  --  or 
University  of  Pennsylvania's  commencement  -  who  said  hello  very  briefly.  But  so 
meetings  and  greetings  --  or  sorry,  greetings  and  brief  conversations  would  be  each  of 
those. 

In  terms  of  listening  to  a  speech,  which  is  the  primary  focus  and  the  primary  thing  I 
was  driving  at  with  these  incredible  insights,  was  really  the  primary  focus  of  where  I  got  my 
information. 

MR.  GOWDY:  So  what  you  were  trying  to  communicate  is  that  you  had  derived 
incredible  insight  from  having  listened  to  someone  make  a  speech? 

MR.  PAGE:  Certainly,  yes,  as  I  have  from  Mr.  Donald  J.  Trump  during  the 
campaign. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Okay.  Well,  I  want  to  lay  those  insights  aside  for  a  second  and  go 
back  kind  of  to  the  gravamen  of  this  investigation,  which  would  be  collusion,  coordination, 
conspiracy,  contact.  Let's  start  with  the  word  "contact"  too. 

Any  of  those  four  words  in  connection  with  the  unauthorized  access  of  either  the 
DNC  server  or  Mr.  Podesta's  email? 

MR.  PAGE:  Absolutely  not,  in  no  way,  shape,  or  form. 

MR.  GOWDY:  The  dissemination  of  information  collected  as  a  result  of  those 
intrusions? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  with  that  exception  of  someone  mentioned  --  there  was 
dissemination  when  I  went  to  give  that  RT,  you  know,  interview  -- 

MR.  GOWDY:  Right. 

MR.  PAGE:  --  public  interview,  and  they  mentioned  that  dissemination.  That 
was  an  employee,  a  broadcaster  of  RT,  and  he  mentioned  that,  oh,  wow,  all  this 
information  is  coming  out,  and  i  don't  know  how  to  keep  --  make  any  sense  of  it  or  keep 
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track  of  it  all.  So  he  was  just  curious. 

MR.  GOWDY:  With  Russians,  either  senior  government  officials,  members  of  the 
legislative  body,  or  to  use  your  phrase  "man"  --  and  let's  also  include  woman  --  "on  the 
street,"  any  conversations  with  any  of  those  categories  of  people  about  how  to  interfere 
with  or  influence  the  2016  American  election? 

MR.  PAGE:  Absolutely  not.  Absolutely  not -- 

MR.  GOWDY:  --  two  more  things. 

MR.  PAGE:  Again,  other  than  the  points  I  made  in  my  opening  statement  and 
related  documents,  letters  to  the  committee  about  the  interference  with  --  in  these  false 
stories  coming  out  of,  you  know,  coming  from  --  originating  from  Mr.  Steele  related  to  the 
false  allegations  about  me,  that  is  the  main  -- 

MR.  GOWDY:  Well,  if  I  understand  that  testimony  correct,  the  only  conversations 
you  have  had  are  in  correcting  other  people's  misapprehensions  about  what  role  you 
played? 

MR.  PAGE:  That's  correct,  but  it  also  had  a  much  bigger  impact  by  all  indications 
on  the  2016  election,  because,  again,  these  are  falsehoods.  And  I  had  a  conversation  with 
Robby  Mook  about  that  last  month. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Okay. 

MR.  PAGE:  Or  sorry,  end  of  September. 

MR.  GOWDY:  We'll  save  that  for  later. 

Have  you  filed  a  civil  lawsuit  in  connection  with  the  allegations  made  against  you  in 
the  dossier? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have,  yes. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Against  whom,  and  what  was  the  cause  of  action? 

MR.  PAGE:  It  was  against  Oath  Inc.,  which  is  the  parent  company  --  it's  a 
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subsidiary  of  Verizon.  It  is  the  parent  company  of  Yahoo  News  and  Huffington  Post  or 
now  known  as  HuffPost,  where  their  name  was  changed. 

MR.  GOWDY:  And  what  was  the  specific  cause  of  action? 

MR.  PAGE:  So  there  were  four  counts:  One  is  defamation  and  defamation  per  se 
against  Oath  and  Broadcasting  Board  of  Governors/Radio  Free  Europe.  The  second  count 
is  acts  of  terrorism  transcending  national  boundaries  against  Oath  and  BBG.  The  third  is 
financing  of  terrorism  against  BBG.  And  the  fourth  is  tortious  interference  against  Oath 
and  RFE  and  BBG. 

MR.  GOWDY:  And  that  lawsuit  is  filed? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes,  it  was  filed  on  September  14  in  the  U.S.  District  Court  of  the 
Southern  District  of  New  York. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Well,  let's  focus  on  your  cause  of  action  for  defamation.  What  is 
the  basis  of  your  belief  that  you  have  been  defamed? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes.  There  was  an  article  on  Friday,  September  23,  2016,  that  was 
the  world  premiere  of  the  false  allegations  from  the  dodgy  dossier.  So  --  which  was  then, 
late  on  that  night,  U.S.  time  or  East  Coast  time,  at  3:55  a.m.,  I  believe,  GMT  on  Saturday 
morning,  September  24,  2016,  there  was  a  -  Radio  Free  Europe,  the  U.S.  Government's 
propaganda  network,  put  out  this  false  report  repeating  the  false  information  from  the 
Yahoo  News  article. 

MR.  GOWDY:  So  it  is  your  testimony  under  oath  today  that  the  allegations  made 
against  you  and  the  Steele  dossier  are  demonstrably  false? 

MR.  PAGE:  Demonstrably  false  and  demonstrably  damaging  not  just  to  myself  but 
particularly  to  the  Trump  campaign  and  all  of  American  democracy. 

i# 

MR.  GOWDY:  Well,  I  don't  know  that  you  have  standing  to  assert  it  on  behalf  of 
the  Trump  campaign  or  the  American  democracy. 
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MR.  PAGE:  I'm  not  asserting  it  on  behalf  of  them.  I'm  just  noting,  as  a  person 
who  has  studied  national  security  and  international  relations  and  political  science  since  my 
time  as  a  political  science  honors  major  up  Route  50  at  the  U.S.  Naval  Academy  in 
Annapolis,  there  is  -  that  was  definitely  the  biggest  influence  on  the  2016  election  in  terms 
of  these  Russia-related  allegations. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Well,  you  seem  to  want  to  talk  about  that,  so  let's  talk  about  that 
for  a  second.  Are  you  of  the  opinion  that  Russia  did  not  attempt  to  interfere  with  our 
influence  the  2016  election? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  not  been  thoroughly  convinced  of  that.  All  I 
know  —  particularly  given  -- 

MR.  GOWDY:  What  would  it  take  to  thoroughly  convince  you  of  that? 

MR.  PAGE:  If  the  FBI  or  any  other  law  enforcement  agency  had  been  allowed  to 
examine  the  DNC's  server,  as  opposed  to  CrowdStrike,  which  was  also  hired  by  the  same 
law  firm  that  hired  Fusion  GPS  on  behalf  of  --  or  related  to  Christopher  Steele.  So  there 
seems  to  be  quite  an  overlap  there. 

So  that,  to  me,  intuitively,  raises  some  serious  questions  in  my  mind  and  also  given 
some  of  the  other  questions  I  had  on  --  with  relation  to  the  January  6,  2017,  intelligence 
report. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Well,  take  the  server  out  of  it  for  a  moment.  Russia's  efforts  to 
influence  social  media,  are  you  a  birther  when  it  comes  to  that?  Do  you  not  believe  that 
Russia  made  an  effort  to  sow  the  seeds  of  discord  in  our  country? 

MR.  PAGE:  Congressman  Gowdy,  I  can  tell  you  this:  There's  been  many  days  of 
hearings  this  week  on  the  other  side  of  the  Hill  in  the  Senate  -- 

MR.  GOWDY:  And  here. 

MR.  PAGE:  in  terms  of  the  social  media? 
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MR.  GOWDY:  And  here. 

MR.  PAGE:  Oh,  was  there?  I'm  sorry.  I  missed  that.  But  they're  talking  about 
a  couple  hundred  thousand  dollars  of  ads,  a  couple  hundred  thousand. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Okay.  Well,  you're  wanting  to  debate  scope.  I'm  wanting  to 
debate  intent,  whether  or  not  it  happened.  Regardless  of  scope,  is  it  your  position  that 
Russia  made  no  effort  to  interfere  with  or  influence  the  2016  election  cycle? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  seen  no  intent,  and  based  on  all  of  the  things  I've  read,  studied, 
heard  -- 

MR.  GOWDY:  You've  seen  no  intent?  No  evidence  or  no  intent? 

MR.  PAGE:  Based  on  my  personal  interactions,  I  saw  no  intent. 

MS.  SPEIER:  Personal  interactions  with  whom? 

MR.  PAGE:  Just  in  terms  of  man  on  the  street  and  people  --  scholars  in  Russia,  for 
example.  In  all  of  my  trips  over  the  past  year  and  a  half  to  Russia  --  or  my  two  trips  to 
Russia  in  the  past  year  and  a  half,  I've  never  seen  any  evidence  of  that  type  of  interference. 
Again,  everything  I  --  you  know,  the  main  allegations,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  -  again, 
this  is  not  my  field  of  expertise. 

MR.  GOWDY:  Well,  it  has  not  stopped  you  from  expressing  an  opinion. 

MR.  PAGE:  All  I  know  is  that,  in  terms  of  trolls,  the  official  definition  of  trolls, 
more  or  less,  is  people  that  use  social  media  or  media  outlets  to  sow  discord.  That  is 
precisely  what  happened  with  me  with  these  false  allegations  from  the  dodgy  dossier  on 
September  23,  2016,  and  in  the  news  flow  that  continued  over  the  next  45  days  leading  up 
to  the  2016  election. 

MR.  GOWDY:  So,  if  I  understand  your  testimony  correctly,  you  believe  the 
allegations  made  against  you  that  were  publicly  aired  were  more  likely  to  have  impacted 
the  2016  election  than  any  efforts  or  interferences  by  the  Russian  Government? 
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MR.  PAGE:  I  have  --  there's  no  question  in  my  mind. 

MR.  GOWDY:  On  that  note,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  yield  back. 

MR.  CONAWAY:  All  right.  Mr.  Schiff. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  how  did  your  July  trip  to  Moscow  come  about? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  had  spoken  at  many  universities  in  the  past,  and  one  of  the  scholars 
who  I  knew  from  those  --  one  of  my  prior  lectures,  was  a  coauthor  --  he's  a  colleague  of 
another  scholar  who's  actually  at  the  --  at  Flarvard  University  now. 

And  his  father  --  the  father  of  the  individual  at  Harvard,  his  father  is  the  rector,  the 
senior  person  at  the  New  Economic  School  in  Moscow.  And  I  was  invited,  as  I  had  been 
invited  on  countless  prior  occasions  over  the  years,  to  give  a  speech  in  Moscow  at  that 
university,  the  New  Economic  School. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  this  person  who  invited  you,  who  are  they?  What's  their  name? 

MR.  PAGE:  There's  Andrej  Krickovic  is  the  --  sorry.  Andrej  Krickovic  --  the 
individual  who  invited  me  actually  was  Shlomo  Weber.  He's  the  rector  of  New  Economic 
School. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  how  did  he  invite  you? 

MR.  PAGE:  Via  email.  Via  email,  uh-huh. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  who  was  the  other  person  you  mentioned  with  -  related  to  the 
university? 

MR.  PAGE:  So  his  son,  Shlomo,  you  know,  Professor  Weber's  son  is  Yuval  Weber, 
W-e-b-e-r.  He  is  a  --  or  at  least,  you  know,  then  was  a  scholar  at  Harvard  University. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  but  Shlomo  Weber  is  the  rector  at  the  university  in  Moscow? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  he's  the  one  who  invited  you  via  email? 

MR.  PAGE:  Correct. 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  And  when  did  he  invite  you  by  email? 

MR.  PAGE:  In  the  first  half  of  2016,  March,  April,  probably  April  timeframe,  I 
believe. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Was  it  before  or  after  you  became  affiliated  with  the  Trump 
campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  It  was  after. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Was  he  aware  that  you  were  affiliated  with  the  Trump  campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  He  was,  yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Is  that  part  of  the  reason  why  he  invited  you? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  think  there's  a  general  --  as  I  was  alluding  to,  a  general  interest  in 
what's  going  on  in  the  U.S.  in  this  --  changing  times,  and  so  it  may  have  indirectly  been  part 
of  it.  Again,  the  main  reason  I  was  invited  is  for  the  same  reason  I  had  been  invited 
countless  times  in  the  past. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  that's  your  supposition,  right.  This  Mr.  Weber  at  the 
university,  he  has  ties  to  high-ranking  Russian  officials,  does  he  not? 

MR.  PAGE:  Just  like  the  --  Amy  Gutmann,  president  of  the  University  of 
Pennsylvania,  has  ties  to  Joe  Biden  and,  you  know,  and  was  involved  in  the  DNC  in  July 
of  2016,  which  happened  in  her  hometown  of  Philadelphia.  So  similar  to  that,  he  has 
some  ties. 

And,  also,  New  Economic  School,  there  are  a  few  of  the  board  members.  It's  a  top 
Russian  university,  and  just  like  top  universities,  such  as  Harvard,  Harvard  Law  School, 
there  are  --  some  of  the  board  members  or  some  of  the  people  affiliated  with  that  have 
government  ties.  So  I  think  that's  a,  you  know  — 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  the  answer  is  yes? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  And  high  enough  ties  that  he  could  get  the  Deputy  Prime  Minister  to 
come  to  the  same  event  he  was  inviting  you? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  think  he's  been  there  on  many  occasions,  you  know.  I  think,  again, 
it's  within  -  he  was  there  when  -  he's  definitely  been  in  there  at  past  graduations  at  the 
New  Economic  School.  And,  again,  he's  a  graduate.  I  forget  what  year  he  graduated, 
maybe  '90-something,  but  he's  a  graduate  of  New  Economic  School. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So,  Dr.  Page,  you're  invited  to  come  back  to  speak  at  the  school  at  a 
time  where  individuals  associated  with  the  university  are  aware  that  you're  now  affiliated 
with  the  Trump  campaign,  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes.  But  I  made  very  clear  from  the  beginning  that  I'm  not  speaking 
on  behalf  of  the  Trump  campaign. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  But  at  least  part  of  their  interest  may  have  come  from  the  fact  that 
you  were  now  affiliated  with  the  U.S.  Presidential  campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  They  have  tons  of  people  speak  from  the  United  States.  I  think  they 
may  have  had  that  same  feeling  for  other  Americans.  Again,  this  is  a  time  of  change,  and 
there  are  --  there  is  a  general  interest  in  things  happening  in  America  because  - 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  did  you  read  the  information,  the  criminal  information,  that 
was  filed  against  George  Papadopoulos? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  I  --  you  know,  some  -- 1  was  called  by  dozens  of  reporters,  and  I 
was  focused  on  -- 1  actually  needed  to  send  a  letter  to  the  defendants  in  my  case,  and  so  I 
wasn't  --  not  really  focused  on  that. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you  haven't  read  the  information  that  was  filed  against 
Mr.  Papadopoulos  into  which  he  pled? 

MR.  PAGE:  A  few  people  have  picked  out  various  points  in  there  and  asked  me 
about  some  of  those  elements,  particularly  the  August  -  there's  some  reference  --  if  --  that 
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they  mentioned,  in  August  2016,  there  was  a  meeting.  People  asked  me,  am  I  the  person 
referenced  in  that? 

And  I  told  them,  it's,  you  know,  impossible  that  I  could  have  been  that  person 
because  I  have  ~  starting  in  July,  when  these  false  allegations  from  the  dodgy  dossier  came 
out  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr. - 

MR.  PAGE:  --  in  late  July,  I  was  trying  to  stay  away  from  Russia-related  matters  to 
the  greatest  extent  possible.  So  I  would  never  be  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  if  you  would  try  to  focus  on  the  question  I'm  asking. 

MR.  PAGE:  Please. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you  haven't  read  the  information? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  haven't  read  all  of  it.  I  was  zeroed  in  on  that  one  point  I  was  just 
alluding  to. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  are  you  familiar  with  the  part  of  the  information  where  it  is 
related  that  the  professor  who  was  the  link  to  the  Russian  authorities  showed  a  new 
interest  in  Mr.  Papadopoulos  once  he  learned  that  Mr.  Papadopoulos  had  an  affiliation 
with  the  campaign?  Are  you  familiar  with  that  part  of  the  information? 

MR.  PAGE:  I'm  -  no,  I  didn't  look  at  that  closely.  My  only  familiarity  with  that  is 
when  The  Washington  Post,  Tom  Hamburger  from  The  Washington  Post  called  me  back  in 
August  about  an  email  from  that,  you  know,  original  time.  And  he  was  asking  me,  were 
you  on  that  email  chain? 

And  I  said:  You  know,  I  had  some  brief  interactions  with  Mr.  Papadopoulos,  but  I 
have  no  recollection. 

And  he's  like:  Well,  let  me  read  you  -- 1  have  the  text  of  that  --  see  whether  you 
have  that  information. 
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And  so  I,  you  know,  I  checked  my  inbox  and  I  found  that  email.  I  was  one  of  many 
people  included  on  that  email  chain. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Would  it  surprise  you,  Dr.  Page,  to  learn  that  the  Russians  had  an 
interest  in  George  Papadopoulos  because  he  had  the  same  position  on  the  campaign  that 
you  did;  that  is,  he  was  a  new  foreign  policy  adviser  to  candidate  Trump? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  know  anything  about  that. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  According  to  the  Papadopoulos  information,  after  learning  of  his 
affiliation  with  the  campaign,  this  professor  arranged  for  other  meetings  for 
Mr.  Papadopoulos.  Once  you  did  arrive  in  Moscow  for  the  speech,  did  the  gentleman 
who  invited  you  to  the  university  introduce  you  to  members  of  the  Ministry  of  Foreign 
Affairs  or  other  Russians  that  you  know  or  suspect  may  be  affiliated  with  the  Russian 
Government? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  to  my  recollection.  There  is  —  again,  at  the  reception  --  there 
was  a  reception  both  before  and  after  my  speech.  And  there  were  some  people  standing 
around,  and  I  was,  you  know,  Mr.  --  Professor  Weber,  there  were  people  mingling. 

And,  again,  so  similar  to  the  --  my  discussion  with  Congressman  Gowdy  about  the 
distinction  between  any  meetings  versus  a  greeting,  I  may  have  greeted  somebody,  and  I 
want  to  just  be  careful  not  to  make  any  false  statements.  But  no,  you  know,  no  direct 
discussions  of  that  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  Professor  Weber  didn't  introduce  you  to  any  Russian  officials  that 
you  either  knew  or  suspected  were  with  the  Russian  Government? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  that  I  can  recall,  no.  He  may  have  --  again,  there  may  have  been 
a  brief  hello  greeting,  but  that's  -- 1  have  no  recollection  of  specifics  along  those  lines. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  anyone  you  met  while  you  were  in  Moscow  during  that  trip 
later  follow  up  with  you  to  maintain  communication  with  you? 
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MR.  PAGE:  I  stayed  in  touch  with  Shlomo  Weber  and  some  of  the,  you  know, 
people  who  were  part  of  our  --  you  know,  some  of  the  scholars.  But  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Some  of  the  Russian  scholars  you  met  while  you  were  there? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah,  uh-huh. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Which  Russian  scholars  did  you  meet  while  you  were  there  that  you 
followed  up  with  after  you  left? 

MR.  PAGE:  There  were  various  email  chains  and  so  I  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  I'm  sure  there  were  various  email  chains.  That  doesn't 
help  us  very  much. 

MR.  PAGE:  Okay. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Who  did  you  maintain  communication  with  that  you  met  during  that 
July  Moscow  trip? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  primary  person  would  be  Shlomo  Weber,  who  I  understand  is  an 
American  citizen  but  also,  you  know,  a  person  at  that  --  or  a  member  of  the  administration 
of  that  university. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  who  else  did  you  maintain  communication  with  after  that  trip? 

MR.  PAGE:  There  may  have  been  some  other  people  cc'd,  so  such  as  Andrej 
Krickovic. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  who  is  Andrej  Krickovic? 

MR.  PAGE:  He  is  a  Berkeley  Ph.D.,  I  believe,  and  he  is  a,  I  believe,  a 
professor  --  last  I  checked.  I've  --  again,  when  all  the  false  allegations  came  out  against 
me,  I've  sort  of  become  pretty  radioactive,  so  I  haven't  talked  with  him  recently.  But  last  I 
saw,  he  was  a  professor  at  the  Higher  School  of  Economics,  another  kind  of  top  economics 
school  in  Russia  -  or  based  in  Moscow  though. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  who  else  were  you  in  communication  with  after  that  trip  that 
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you  had  met  with  during  that  trip? 

MR.  PAGE:  In  terms  of? 

MR.  SCHIFF:  In  other  words,  you  said  there  may  have  been  various  emails. 

MR,  PAGE:  Yeah. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Who  did  you  stay  in  communication  with  or  did  you  have  any 
followup  communication  with  that  you  had  met  while  you  were  on  that  trip  to  Moscow? 

MR.  PAGE:  There  were  some,  again,  journalists  from  both  the  U.S.  and  Russia  who 
were  reaching  out  to  me.  And  so ~ 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  which  Russians  did  you  maintain  communication  with  or  have 
communication  with  after  the  trip?  Please  be  specific. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  -  there  was  --  again,  RT  and  Sputnik,  various  people  would  reach  out 
to  me  for  interviews.  I  don't  have  the  full  recollection  or  list  of  that,  but  there  was  some 
general,  you  know,  asking  me  questions  and  some,  you  know,  exchange  of  ideas. 

But,  again,  everything  in  those  discussions,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  was 
accurately  portrayed  as  in  complete  contrast  to  some  of  the  misportrayals  of  myself  based 
on  the  false  allegations  of  the  dodgy  dossier,  which  were  in  the  process  of  coming  out. 

I  first  got  contacted  --  related  to  that  trip  --  related  to  that  trip,  in  July,  late  July 
of  2016, 1  was  called  by  The  Wall  Street  Journal  asking  me  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  I'm  not  asking  you  if  you  were  called  by  The  Wall  Street 
Journal. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I'm  asking  you:  People  that  you  met  while  you  were  in  Moscow  in 
July  of  last  year  that  later  followed  up  with  some  level  of  communication,  either  a  call,  an 
email,  a  text,  who  followed  up  with  you  that  you  met  during  that  Moscow  trip? 

MR.  PAGE:  Just  journalists  and  scholars. 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  And  which  scholars? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  main  person  in  terms  of  direct  interaction  was  Shlomo  Weber  and 
members  of  his  team. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  what  other  members  of  his  team? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can  get  you  that  individual's  name.  I  can't  recall  his  name  right 
now.  Again,  I've  been  cut  off  from  the  world  given  these  false  allegations  and  all  the 
terrible  impact  it  has  had  on  my  life.  So  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  these  other  individuals,  did  you  communicate  directly  with 
them,  or  were  they  only  cc'd  on  emails  between  you  and  Mr.  Weber? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall.  I  may  have  been  in  direct  contact  from  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  those  direct  contacts  from  time  to  time  with  these  other 
unnamed  individuals,  did  any  of  them  concern  the  Trump  campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  no.  But  to  the  point  I  was  discussing 
with  Congressman  Gowdy,  nothing  related  to  any  hacking  or  any  illicit  activity  of  any  way, 
not  only  just  in  a  legal  sense  but  in  an  ethical  sense. 

People  —  again,  as  a  scholar,  as  I've  done  since  my  time  working  in  the  Cannon 
House  Office  Building  while  I  was  a  fellow  on  the  House  Armed  Services  Committee,  just 
research  and  ideas,  you  know.  People  had  an  intellectual  shared  interest,  just  like  some 
of  the  scholars  I  worked  with  at  the  -  while  I  was  a  fellow  in  the  House  Armed  Services 
Committee. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  How  many  people  would  you  say  that  you  had  communication  with 
that  you  met  in  Moscow  after  the  trip? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  would  --  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  probably  no  more  than  10. 
But,  again,  nothing  substantive  in  terms  of  anything  that  would  be  even  vaguely  related  to 
this  investigation,  I  can  assure  you,  Congressman  Schiff. 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  I  appreciate  your  assurances,  Dr.  Page.  But  I  would  much 
rather  see  the  documents,  given  the  disparity  between  your  testimony  and  your  public 
statements  and  the  documents  we've  already  seen. 

MR.  PAGE:  Which  disparity?  I  thought  we  resolved  that  disparity.  I'm  not  sure 
what  you're  referring  to. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I'm  not  sure  that  we  have. 

But  in  any  event.  Dr.  Page,  please  tell  us,  to  the  best  of  your  recollection,  as  many  of 
the  10  people  that  you  maintained  communication  with  after  you  left  Moscow. 

MR.  PAGE:  There  was  a  --  again,  those  three  individuals,  so  Shlomo  Weber,  Yuval 
Weber,  and  Andrej  Krickovic,  and  a  couple  of  scholars  who  were  there,  one  of  whom  is 
American,  and  I  can't  recall  their  names. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  you  try  to  obtain  any  funding  from  any  of  these  individuals 
that  you  had  contact  with  in  Moscow? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  never.  No  funding.  You  know,  the  only  thing  we  had  -  again, 
the  only  discussions  that  came  up  later  in  the  year  in  December  is  the  possibility  similar  to 
what  I've  done  throughout  my  life  of  maybe  doing  some  joint  research  project  in  the  years 
to  come.  But  it  was  a  general  discussion  in  December  of  2016,  but  nothing  -  I  never 
asked  anyone  for  any  money,  that's  for  sure. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  did  you  have  discussions  in  December  of  last  year  with  Russian 
nationals  about  obtaining  funding  from  them? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  -- 1  think  the  assumption  was  we  would  do  it  jointly.  You  know, 
there  would  be  a  joint  venture,  just  like  Harvard.  I  went  to  a  program  at  Harvard  at  the 
end  of  the  first  Cold  War  where  they  were  doing  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  I'm  really  not  asking  about  your  interactions  with  Harvard. 

MR.  PAGE:  But  that's  the  context  of  what  I  --  what  they  had  in  mind,  where  it  was 
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a  - 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  if  you  would  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  -  kind  of  a  quasi  joint  venture,  if  you  will. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  -  who  did  you  have  discussions  about  working  together  with  in  a 
Russia-funded  venture  of  some  kind? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall.  I  can't  recall  those  specifics.  Again -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  You  can't  recall  having  discussions  over  obtaining  Russian  funding  for 
some  project? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  No  Russian  -- 1  mean,  no  -  there  were  people  --  we  were  -- 1  had 
broad  discussions  with.  But,  again,  bear  in  mind  the  timing.  The  timing  is  essential, 
because  this  is  December.  And  I've  already  have  --  you  know,  you  talk  about  -  and  I  think 
yourself  and  others  have  referred  to  this  dark  cloud,  right.  The  dark  cloud  was  darkest 
over  myself. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  I'm  not  really  asking  about  dark  clouds. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes.  But  that  prevented -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I'm  asking  you,  did  you  have  discussions  at  any  time  last  year  --  and 
then  I'll  ask  you  about  this  year  -  at  any  time  about  obtaining  Russian  Government 
funding,  Russian  university  funding,  funding  from  Russian  nationals  for  any  purpose 
whatsoever? 

MR.  PAGE:  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  no.  Again,  we  --  a  broad  discussion 
about  general  think  tank  things,  similar  to  Brookings  Institution  or  Center  for  National 
Policy,  where  I  was  previously  a  fellow.  I  never  solicited  directly  or  indirectly  from  any 
Russian  national  for  any  financial  backing  of  any  sort,  either  personally  or  in  the  context  of, 
you  know,  doing  some  informal  working  group. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you  never  sought  Russian  funding  from  any  source? 
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MR.  PAGE:  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  no.  Again,  I  just  -  I  don't  want 
anything  that  I  may  have,  you  know,  may  have  come  up  in  a  broad  conversation  to  be 
taken  out  of  context.  That  was  not  the  intent,  and  there  was  nothing  direct  or  definitive 
ever  offered  or  suggested  by  myself. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  you're  doing  a  lot  of  hedging,  Dr.  Page. 

MR.  PAGE:  I'm  just  --  I'm  careful  because  I  know  how  things  --  like,  yeah. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  have  a  conversation  with  anyone  at  the  university  or  anyone 
in  the  Russian  Government  or  any  Russian  nationals  that  you  met  during  your  trip  to  Russia 
last  year,  either  in  July  or  in  December,  that  concerned  getting  Russian  Government  or 
university  funding  for  a  joint  effort,  a  think  tank,  a  project,  a  thesis,  any  of  the  above? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  main  thing  we  talked  about  is  joint  funding  from  both  U.S.  side 
and  the  Russia  side.  Eventually,  somewhere  down  the  road,  everything  was  held  in 
abeyance  given  the  darkest  of  dark  clouds  that  was  put  over  my  head  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you  did - 

MR.  PAGE:  -- in  September  2016 -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  -  have  some  discussions  about  a  joint  venture  that  would  involve 
Russian  funding? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  was  not  soliciting  for  Russian  funding.  There  may  have  been -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  -  so  was  someone  offering  you  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  --  the  concept  --  yeah.  Not  --  nothing  --  totally  unrelated  to  the 

2016  - 

MR.  SCHIFF:  You  were  not  soliciting?  Were  Russians  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  And  nothing  was  offered.  Actually,  it's  a  good  point.  That 
university  similarly,  with  the  dark  cloud  over  me,  a  similar  dark  cloud  came  over  this 
university  when  they're  constantly  getting  these  crazy  questions  related  to  this  dodgy 
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dossier. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  I  still  want  to  bring  you  back  to  my  question. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  have  a  discussion  with  individuals  affiliated  with  this 
university  that  invited  you  over  once  you  became  affiliated  with  the  Trump  campaign 
about  engaging  in  a  joint  venture  that  would  receive  in  part  Russian  funding?  Yes  or  no. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  no  recollection  of  that,  no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  The  information  concerning  George  Papadopoulos  mentions  a 
professor  as  well.  Professor  Joseph  Mifsud  has  been  at  least  speculated  as  to  be  possibly 
the  professor  mentioned.  I  don't  know  whether  he  is  or  not. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Have  you  ever  met  professor  Joseph  Mifsud? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  Again,  I'm  cautious  of  having  been  in  so  many  universities  in 
Europe  over  the  years.  I  --  you  know,  there  may  have  been  a  greeting.  I  have  no 
recollection  of  ever  interacting  with  him  in  any  way,  shape,  or  form.  Just  to  be  as  careful 
and  thorough  and  precise  as  humanly  possible.  But  I  have  no  personal  relationship  with 
him. 

The  only  time  I  heard  that  name  until  Tom  Hamburger  from  The  Washington  Post 
sent  me  an  email  -  or  got  in  touch  with  me  about  it  in  August  of  this  year  was  --  and  I  --  this 
email  -  that  I  was  one  of  many  members  on  that  email  chain  that  George  Papadopoulos 
had  sent,  which  I'd  totally  forgotten.  It  was  in  one  ear  and  out  the  other,  like  most  of  our 
broad  discussions  in  the  --  in  our,  you  know,  informal  committee. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  When  you  were  in  Russia  --  or  let  me  back  up. 

Prior  to  the  July  trip,  who  did  you  communicate  with  about  the  July  trip  from  the 
Trump  campaign? 
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MR.  PAGE:  The  first  person  was  -  because,  again,  after  these  -  there  were 
various  -  as  the  campaign  continued  to  expand,  there  was  J.D.  Gordon.  He  was  probably 
the  main  person  I  spoke  with. 

But  the  thing  with  J.D.  is  that  --  again,  we're  an  informal  group,  right.  He  was 
probably  the  most  formal.  I  believe  he  may  have  even  had  --  if  I'm  not  mistaken,  he  may 
have  had  a  Trump  campaign  email  address.  I  had  spoken  with  him  on  that  -  a  few 
occasions  that  are  -  you  know,  we'd  get  together  for  a  dinner.  I  may  have  sent  an  email 
or  two  to  him  on  that.  And,  again,  he  never  definitively  answered  one  way  or  another. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  the  people  you  were  communicating  with  were  J.D.  Gordon. 

MR.  PAGE:  Uh-huh. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I  referenced  another  individual  in  the  emails  that  you  sent  either 
from  Russia  or  shortly  thereafter,  Tera  Dahl. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Who  is  Tera  Dahl? 

MR.  PAGE:  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  she's  also  someone  that  came  in  from 
the  Washington,  D.C.,  area.  I  was  the  only  person  up  in  New  York.  Most  of  our  team 
was  kind  of  inside-the-beltway  people.  I  believe  she  may  have  had  some  -- 1  forget  her 
official  or  quasi  official  title,  but  I  believe  she  was  a  -  related  to  some  sort  of  diplomatic 
outreach  or  something  along  those  lines. 

But  I  have  relatively  minimal  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  She  was  a  member  of  the  campaign.  She  was  not  part  of  the 
foreign  policy  panel  that  you  and  Papadopoulos  and  others  were  a  part  of? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  think  she  showed  up  at  one  of  the  dinners.  That's  probably  how  I 
got  her  -  that's  probably  how  we  got  on  the  email  chain.  I  forget  the  timing  of  that 
dinner.  But,  again,  it  was  mostly  informal  conversations  with  people  getting  together 
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who  are  kind  of  very  peripheral,  yeah. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  Walid  Phares,  what  was  your  relationship  to  him  during  the 
campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  he  was  also  one  of  the  five  people  in  that  initial  --  you  know, 
that  was  announced  when  our  team  --  or  the  people  that  were  volunteers  in  the  foreign 
policy  realm,  he's  an  expert  in  the  Middle  East.  And  I,  you  know  -  I  had  heard  of  him  just 
in  the  scholarly  sense  previously,  but  he  was  also  involved  in  the  --  as  part  of  the  informal 
team. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  how  much  interaction  did  you  have  with  George  Papadopoulos? 

MR.  PAGE:  Very  limited.  Very  limited.  I  cannot- I  think  the  last  time  I  saw  him 
was  somewhere  in  the  range  of  June  2016,  you  know.  And,  again,  he  was  on  some  email 
chains  at  the  very  beginning. 

My  -  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  I  don't  recall  him  ever,  for  whatever  reason, 
you  know  -  probably  the  most  interaction  I  had  -  or  that  he  had  with  our  team  was,  in 
terms  of  our,  you  know  -  of  the  informal  group,  was  in  the  first  -  so  I  believe  that 
Washington  Post  report  came  out  in  March.  It  was  kind  of  nothing  beyond  April  of  2016. 
Again,  he  may  have  showed  up  - 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  I'm  confused.  You  said  the  last  time  you  thought  you  saw 
him  was  in  June  of  2016? 

MR.  PAGE:  June,  yeah.  I  believe - 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  at  what  function  was  that? 

MR.  PAGE:  That  was  at  a  dinner  at  the  Capitol  Hill  Club  in  -  sorry,  the  whatever 
the  name  of  the  Republican  club  is  just  near  the  Capitol  South  Metro  station.  I  forget 
what  that's  called.  I  hadn't  been  there  before,  but  some  of  our  members  of  our  team  got 
together  there. 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  And  who  got  together  then? 

MR.  PAGE:  We  were  --  it  was  organized  by  Senator  Sessions. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  who  was - 

MR.  PAGE:  Or,  you  know,  he  was  the  senior  person  there. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  who  was  present? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  recall  exactly.  I  know  I  was  there.  I  believe  Keith  Kellogg 
was  there.  I  don't  want  to  say,  because  I  can't  recall  exactly  the  list  of  participants. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  But  Senator  Sessions  and  George  Papadopoulos  were  also  present? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah,  I  saw -- yeah. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  Senator  Sessions  convene  the  meeting? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  specifically,  no.  I  think  it  was  J.D.  that  actually  sent 
around  the  email,  so  I  don't  --  again,  I'm  careful  of  definitions  in  terms  of  convening  or 
whatever.  But  I  think  J.D.  may  have  let  us  know  about  it,  yeah. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  your  recollection  is  J.D.  emailed  you  to  invite  you  to  this  meeting 
at  the  Republican  club  with  Senator  Sessions  and  others? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  was  it  a  dinner  event,  a  dinner  meeting? 

MR.  PAGE:  It  was  a  dinner  event,  yes,  dinner. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  how  long  did  the  dinner  last? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall,  probably  the  length  of  an  average  dinner,  2  hours,  hour 
and  a  half  kind  of  thing. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  during  the  course  of  the  dinner,  this  would  have  been  the  month 
preceding  your  trip  to  Moscow? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  inform  the  others  present  that  you  were  going  to  Moscow? 
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MR.  PAGE:  I  mentioned  it  briefly  to  Senator  Sessions  as  I  was  walking  out  the 
door,  that  I'm,  you  know  --  I'm  --  because  I  remember  it  was  actually  right  -- 1  forget  the 
exact  date,  but  it  was  the  Thursday  night  before  I  flew  to  Moscow  to  give  my  speech.  So  I 
mentioned  to  him  in  passing,  so  --  as  we  were  talking  out  the  door. 

Again,  going  back  to  my  point  about  think  tanks  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  But  just  a  moment.  This  was  the  Thursday  night  before  you  left  for 
Moscow? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  what  day  did  you  leave  for  Moscow? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  it  was  the  Sunday,  yeah. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  2  days  before  you  left  for  Moscow  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  2  days.  There  was  Thursday  -  so  this  is  Thursday  night.  I  just  — 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Or  3  days? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah,  something  like  that. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  what  did  you  tell  him  about  your  trip  to  Moscow? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  just  mentioned,  I'm  --  you  know,  originally  I  was  trying  to  get  a  lot  of 
work  done  prior  to  my  trip  because  I  knew  I'd  be  traveling  over  the  coming  weeks,  but  I'm 
glad  to  have  had  the  opportunity  --  that  was  the  only  time  I  ever  met  him.  I  said:  I'm 
glad  to  have  the  opportunity  to  meet  you.  And  I  just  -  I'm  going  to  be  traveling,  but  I 
will  --  I'm  going  to  give  a  -  you  know,  totally  unrelated  to  the  campaign,  I'm  going  to  give  a 
brief  --  or  give  a  speech  in  Moscow. 
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[11:42  a.m.] 

MR.  SCHIFF:  If  it  was  totally  unrelated  to  the  campaign,  Dr.  Page,  why  did  you  use 
the  limited  time  you  had  to  talk  to  the  now  Attorney  General  to  tell  him  you  were  going  to 
Moscow? 

MR.  PAGE:  It  was  in  the  context  of  saying,  because  I  have  --  I'm  traveling.  You 
know,  it's  like  discussing  your  travel  schedule.  Just  walking  --  it  was  actually  right  at  the 
end  of  the  dinner  walking  out  the  door,  saying,  I'm  glad  I  was  able  to,  you  know  --  because 
it  was  a  last  minute  thing  where  we  got  together,  and  I  just  mentioned  it  to  him  in  passing. 
Fie  had  no  reaction  whatsoever.  It  was,  you  know  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  May  I  ask  another  question? 

MR.  CONAWAY:  Quickly. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Thank  you. 

Did  you,  in  your  raising  this  with  the  now  Attorney  General,  convey  that  you  hoped 
you  could  be  helpful  in  terms  of  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  a  bit,  no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  --  the  President's  desire  to  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Absolutely  not. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Let  me  finish  the  question,  if  you  would. 

MR.  PAGE:  I'm  sorry. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  The  President's  desire  to  improve  relations  with  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  In  no  way,  shape  or  form.  Again,  it  was  just  an  administrative  point 
that  I'm  glad  --  you  know,  although  I  was  --  had  this  other  travel  planned,  I  have  this  trip 
coming  up,  and  I'm  glad  to  have  had  this  one  opportunity  to  meet  you.  Yeah.  And  no 
discussion  of  substance  in  any  way,  shape  or  form,  that's  for  sure.  And,  again,  it  was  sort 
of  in  one  ear  and  out  the  other. 
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MR.  CONAWAY:  All  right.  Sir,  without  objection,  the  chair  and  ranking  member 
will  be  permitted  to  question  witnesses  for  an  additional  30  minutes  each  and  yield  to 
other  members  at  their  discretion. 

We've  been  at  this  2  hours.  Let's  take  a  5-minute  break. 

[Recess.] 

MR.  CONAWAY:  All  right.  We'll  recommence. 

While  Mr.  Gowdy  is  coming  over,  I  had  a  couple  of  questions.  Dr.  Page. 

What  was  the  title  of  your  speech  in  Russia  in  July  of  '16? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  sent  at  least  one  time  a  copy  of  it.  I  do  not  have  --  if  I  had  —  I  don't 
have  that  information  handy.  It's  in  one  of  the  letters  I  sent  you. 

MR.  CONAWAY:  Okay.  Just  in  general,  what  was  the  subject  matter? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  main  theme  was  the  concept  of  mutual  respect  where  --  for  all 
countries,  particularly,  you  know,  between  China,  Russia  -- 

MR.  CONAWAY:  Right.  So  but  it's  written -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Political  economy  and  how  countries  can  do  a  lot  better  if  they  are 
having  a  constructive  dialogue  and  working  together  on  things  as  opposed  to  being  in 
constant  confrontation. 

MR.  CONAWAY:  Right.  Was  it  published  so  there's  a  public  record  of  it?  It's 
written? 

MR.  PAGE:  Great  question.  There  has  been  no  publication.  It  was  actually 
based  on  a  book  that  I  wrote  -- 

MR.  CONAWAY:  Okay. 

MR.  PAGE:  --  based  on  my  Ph.D.  thesis.  And  due  to  the  sort  of  anti-former  Soviet 
Union,  anti-Russia  sentiment  of  various  academic  publishers,  it  was  not  published. 

MR.  CONAWAY:  Okay.  Who  paid  for  your  travel  costs  to  go  to  Russia  and  back? 
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MR.  PAGE:  The  university  just  paid  for  the  basic  travel  costs.  I  was  paid  zero 
dollars  for  my  actual  -- 

MR.  CONAWAY:  But  it  was  based  on  receipts,  or  was  it  per  diem? 

MR.  PAGE:  They  booked  a  flight  on  Delta  for  me,  and  that's  it.  Similar,  I  also 
did  a  —  I  participated 

MR.  CONAWAY:  But  a  normal  reimbursement  of  actual  out-of-pocket  - 

MR.  PAGE:  There  was  no  reimbursement.  Again,  they  bought  me  -  they  booked 
a  ticket,  just  like  Cambridge  University  booked  a  ticket  for  the  - 

MR.  CONAWAY:  Okay.  I  don't  need  Cambridge;  I  just  need  the  Russians. 

Mr.  Gowdy,  anything?  All  right.  We'll  yield. 

Mr.  Schiff,  30  minutes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

So  the  Russian  university  paid  for  your  travel?  They  bought  the  tickets,  the  plane 
tickets? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah.  Just  an  economy  class,  class  flight,  yeah.  And  I'm  a  Delta  Sky 
Miles  member,  so  I  got,  you  know,  upgraded  to  economy  comfort  on  one  way. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  they  pay  for  your  accommodations  while  you  were  there  as 

well? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah.  Yes,  a  basic  hotel.  The  same  hotel.  I  actually  -  you  know,  I 
looked  it  up  online.  It  was  about  a  hundred  dollars  a  night.  You  know,  years  previously, 
those  same  class  of  four-star  hotels  would  be  $300  a  night,  but,  you  know,  it  was  pretty 
limited  occupancy.  I'm  not  sure  what  exactly  they  paid,  but  it  was  pretty  humble,  you 
know,  much  cheaper  than  -  probably  the  whole  week  was  pretty  close  to  what,  you  know, 
one  night  in  a  Capitol  Hill  hotel  is  here.  So  - 

MR.  SCHIFF:  In  addition  to  your  travel  and  your  lodging,  did  they  pay  for  your 
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meals  as  well  while  you  were  there? 

MR.  PAGE:  There  was  a  --  you  know,  like  most  hotels,  there's  --  the  breakfast  was 
included,  you  know.  But  -  and  there  were  a  couple  of  --  or  a  dinner  that  we  went  to. 

But  I  -  I  had  some  dinners  on  my  own.  There  was  no  -  no  stipend  or  -  I  can't  recall.  I 
think  -  I  remember  going  out  to  buy  some  --  some  Russian  food  in  one  of  the  local  grocery 
stores. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So,  Dr.  Page,  at  a  time  when  the  university  is  aware  you  have  now 
affiliation  with  the  Trump  campaign,  they  invite  you  to  come  to  speak  at  the  university  and 
offer  to  pay  your  travel  expenses.  Is  that  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  same  way  on  multiple  occasions  I  have  done  in  the  past.  I 
mentioned  Higher  School  of  Economics.  They  had  invited  me  previously.  Other 
universities,  as  a  scholar  in  political  economy,  international  relations,  I've  been  invited. 

You  know,  and  I  think  the  good  example  is  Cambridge  University  the  following  week,  you 
know,  the  same  thing. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  you  discuss  the  nature  of  your  speech  before  you  went  over, 
with  the  Russian  university? 

MR.  PAGE:  You  know,  actually,  it's  interesting.  The  first  -  it's  a  good  question. 
So,  originally,  I  was  just  going  to  give  the  Friday  afternoon  speech  or  the  commencement 
actual  speech.  What  I  ended  --  you  know,  they  asked,  well,  would  you  like  to  give  a,  you 
know,  more  of  -  and,  you  know,  again,  you've  been  at  commencement  addresses,  and 
they're  sort  of  general  topics,  right?  This,  they  asked  whether  you'd  like  to  do  a  kind  of 
more  of  a  substantive  scholarly  discussion. 

And  I  said:  Well,  I  could  do  that  with  —  based  on  my  prior  academic  research. 

So  it's  --  they're  two  -  that  was  the  Thursday  night  speech,  and  then  Friday  was  the 
actual  commencement.  And  the  one  --  the  one  that  got  spun  incorrectly  by  the  media  is 
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the  Thursday  night  speech,  which,  as  I  mentioned  to  Congressman  Conaway,  was  about 
mutual  respect,  but  they  take  --  you  know,  the  media  takes  one  sentence  out  of  a 
4,500-word  speech  and  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Let  me  go  back  to  my  question. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Before  you  went  on  the  trip,  did  you  discuss  with  the  university  what 
you  planned  to  say  in  your  speech,  the  general  theme  of  your  speech  or  the  contents  of 
your  speech? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  --  in  the  --  the  one  thing  I  had  discussed  is,  again,  I'm  not 
representing  the  Trump  campaign,  and  I'm  not  going  to  talk  about  anything  related  to  U.S, 
politics,  and  like  most  commencement  addresses,  it's  going  to  be  a  general  inspiration,  how 
to,  you  know,  do  better  in  --  you  know,  you're  launching  your  new  career.  It's  a 
commencement  address  and  just  general  words  of  advice  for  new  graduates. 

So,  in  terms  of  the  other  speech,  which  became  controversial  based  on  completely 
false  characterizations,  that  I  did  not  --  wasn't  even  set  up  until  I  arrived  in  Moscow  - 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  during  that -- 

MR.  PAGE:  -  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  -  Thursday  night  speech,  was  that  the  speech  in  which  you  expressed 
criticism  over  U.S.  sanctions  over  Russia's  invasion  of  Ukraine?  Was  that  a  part  of  your 
speech  or  am  I  misrecollecting? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  am  99.9  percent  sure  that  that  never  --  again,  in  some  of  the 
documents  I  provided  this  committee,  the  full  --  full  transcript  is  in  there.  To  the  best  of 
my  recollection,  there  was  no  discussion  of  sanctions  in  that.  There  had  been  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Okay.  I  may  be - 

MR.  PAGE:  --  in  many  other  -  in  many  news  articles,  there  had  been  false 
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accusations  about  that,  you  know,  following  all  the  dodgy  dossier  allegations,  but  people 
mischaracterizing  that  and  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I  may  be  misremembering  it.  Was  this  the  speech,  though,  that  was 
portrayed  as  condemning  the  United  States  policy  for  being  hypocritical? 

MR.  PAGE:  Mischaracterized.  They  picked  out  one -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  use  the  word  "hypocritical"  in  your  speech? 

MR.  PAGE:  Can  you  please  repeat  your  question? 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  use  the  word  "hypocritical"  in  your  speech? 

MR.  PAGE:  Can  you  say  the  full  sentence? 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  use  the  word  "hypocritical"  in  your  speech? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  with  respect  to  Russia.  I  was  talking  about  general  interactions 
between  Central  Asia,  U.S.,  Europe,  China,  Middle  East,  and  Russia.  So  it's  been 
completely  misportrayed  as  a  Russia  issue.  Again,  the  main  focus  on  a  macro  level  is 
mutual  respect;  it  is  a  positive.  And  it  was  spun  as  a  Russia-policy  focus. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  you  were  giving  the  speech  in  Russia.  Do  you  think  that 
might  have  affected  how  your  audience  was  perceiving  what  you  were  trying  to  tell  them? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  feedback  I  received  was  --  that's  not  the  --  that  was  not  the  case. 
Again,  the  concept  of  mutual  respect  --  mutual  respect  is  something  that  actually  China, 
China  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  that's  not  my  question.  You  talked  about,  if  I  understand  . 
correctly,  a  hypocrisy  of  U.S.  policy  in  promoting  democratic  ideals,  and  was  that  a  part  of 
your  speech? 

MR.  PAGE:  It  was  not  so  specific,  no.  And,  again,  in  those  mischaracterizations, 
including  in  The  Washington  Post  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  What  hypocrisy  were  you  referring  to  then? 
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MR.  PAGE:  Again,  it's  the  concept  of  mutual  respect.  If  we  find  ways  of,  you 
know,  working  --  both  working  together  in  an  international  relations  context,  but  also  not 
being  so  definitive  as  to  the  way  other  countries  should  operate. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  let  me  take  you  back  to  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  It's  a  little  bit  of  a  laissez  faire  kind  of,  you  know  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Let  me  take  you  back  to  what  we  were  discussing  before  our  break, 
the  meeting  you  had  at  the  Republican  National  Headquarters  I  think  is  the  building  you're 
referring  to,  if  I  understand  correctly.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  discussions  at  that 
meeting  with  Mr.  Sessions,  then-Senator  Sessions  --  was  J.D.  Gordon  present? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  he  was. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  George  Papadopoulos  you  believe  was  there? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe,  yes,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  What  was  the  nature  of  the  discussion? 

MR.  PAGE:  General  foreign  policy.  If  —  if  the  word  "Russia"  came  up  at  all  in  that 
discussion,  it  was  in  passing.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  serious  interaction  on  that 
topic.  I  had  actually  met  with  Prime  Minister  Modi.  I  was  in  a  meeting  organized  at  Blair 
House  across  from  the  White  House  a  couple  weeks  earlier.  And  I  believe  sort  of  some  of 
the  feedback  and,  you  know,  international  relations  concepts  that  were  discussed  in  that 
meeting  3  weeks  earlier,  give  or  take,  was  the  main  topic  of  my  --  when  we  went  around 
the  table,  everyone  --  you  know,  similar  to  the  discussions  here  --  everyone  kind  of  chipped 
in  a  few  thoughts.  Mine  was  primarily  related  to  my  -  the  meeting  I  was  invited  to  with 
Prime  Minister  Modi. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  your  comments  during  the  meeting  were  only  about  your  interest 
in  Mr.  Modi  or-- 

MR.  PAGE:  It  wasn't  --  again,  sort  of  in  an  international  relations  context,  just 
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general  approaches  to  the  world.  And,  again,  my  -- 1  have  no  definitive  recollection,  but, 
you  know,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  that  was  the  case  because  that,  you  know  --  and, 
again,  it  was  more  generalized  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Do  you  remember  what  Mr.  Papadopoulos  raised  during  the 
meeting? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  no  recollection  whatsoever.  He  -- 
MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  Mr.  Papadopoulos  make  - 

MR.  PAGE:  The  fact  that  probably  in  terms  of  that  email,  which  is  now  the  big 
controversy  of  back  in  March,  I  have  no  recollection  of  that.  And,  you  know,  I  -- 
MR.  SCHIFF:  Which  email  are  you  referring  to,  for  the  record? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  one  that  was  --  Tom  Hamburger  wrote  about  in  his  August  2016 
article  about  an  email  chain,  which  I  think,  you  know  - 
MR.  SCHIFF:  And  the  subject  was  what? 

MR.  PAGE:  That  was  that  professor  from  London  who  you  alluded  to.  I  think  his 
name  was  included  in  there. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I'm  not  sure  that  I'm  following.  You're  referring  to  an  April  -- 
MR.  PAGE:  No,  I  believe  it  was  March.  It  was  late  March -- 
MR.  SCHIFF:  Late  March/April - 
MR.  PAGE:  --  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Late  March/April  --  I'm  sorry,  late  April  -- 
MR.  PAGE:  No,  late  March,  I  believe. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Late  March  email  from  Mr.  Papadopoulos? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes,  to  a  bunch  of  people. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  To  a  bunch  of  people,  including  yourself  -- 
MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  --  that  made  reference  to  a  professor? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  what,  to  the  best  of  your  recollection,  did  the  email  say? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  best  of  my  recollection  is  what's  in  the  Tom  Hamburger  article 
from  2  months  ago  in  The  Washington  Post.  And,  frankly,  I  can't  even  recall  what  that  is 
now.  Again,  my  --  my  recollection  has  been  so  overwhelmed  with  these  false  stories  and 
trying  to  reestablish  some  level  of  justice  in  the  United  States  that  that  is  so  far  outside  of 
my  mind  and  brain  right  now  that  I  really  have  no  recollection,  frankly,  and  although  I  will 
note  that  the,  you  know  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  and  we'll  try  to  find  the  article,  but  it's  your  recollection 
that  you  received  and  you  were  copied  or  you  were  copied  on  an  email  from  George 
Papadopoulos  that  also  involved  J.D.  Gordon,  or  was  it  just  between  the  two  of  you? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  I  believe  that  that  was  the  main  one  for  the  group.  And  we-- 1 
believe  we  had  a  call  in  April  at  some  point,  but  a  general  discussion,  you  know,  a  general  - 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  this  email  that  you  recall  included  a  mention  of  this  professor 
that  Mr.  Papadopoulos  had  met  on  his  trip  to  Italy  and  stayed  in  contact  with  in  London? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  To  be  clear,  the  first -- the  one  that's  referenced  in  The 
Washington  Post  article  was  the  one  to  a  broader  group.  The  only  other  email  I  recall 
getting  from  him  is  just  setting  up  a  brief  introductory  chat,  like  I  had  brief  introductory 
chats  with  a  lot  of  members  of  our  committee.  And,  again,  he  was  not  very  active  in 
terms  of  some  of  our  discussions. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  I  just  want  to  make  sure  that  I'm  understanding  what 
you're  saying. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Are  you  saying  that  there  are  two  emails  that  you  specifically  recall, 
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one  that  was  just  between  you  and  Mr.  Papadopoulos  regarding  a  meeting? 
MR.  PAGE:  No,  no,  no  meeting.  Just  a  call. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Regarding  a  call? 


MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  that  email  was  just  between  the  two  of  you? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes,  I  believe  so. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  then  there's  a  second  email,  in  which  you  were  one  of  several 
parties  who  were  copied,  that  took  place  in  late  March? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  so,  yes,  as  referenced  in  The  Washington  Post  August  2017 

article. 


MR.  SCHIFF:  And  this  article  made  reference  to  a  professor  that  George 
Papadopoulos  had  met? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  so,  yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  what  was  conveyed  about  this  professor? 

MR.  PAGE:  Just  what  was  in  The  Washington  Post  article.  I  have  no  recollection 
beyond  that.  It's  so  far  from  my  concern  because  I'm  so  concerned  on  other  bigger  issues 
that  are  really  affecting  this  country  and  affecting  my  personal  life,  given  these  offenses 
that  have  been  - 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Let  me  ask  it  this  way:  Were  you  aware  that  this  professor  that 
George  Papadopoulos  referenced  in  this  email  had  introduced  him  to  people  with  the 
Russian  Government? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  there  may  be  some  reference  to  that,  per  my  recollection  of 
reading  it  in  The  Washington  Post,  yeah. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And - 

MR.  PAGE:  And  having  received  it  16  months  previously,  while  so  many  terrible 
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things  had  happened  to  me,  including  death  threats,  related  to  the  false  dodgy  dossier. 
MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  let's  not  lose  focus  here. 

MR.  PAGE:  But  my  point  is  I'm  not  focused  on  that,  for  the  reasons  that  it  was 
totally  — 


And  I  would  ask  also,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  we  redact  the  reference. 

MR.  CONAWAY:  Without  objection. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

MR.  PAGE:  Thank  you  for  that. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Okay.  Let  me -- outside  of  the  email  that  you  received  that  was 
referenced  in  The  Washington  Post,  did  you  learn  from  any  other  source,  apart  from  the 
email  and  the  article  about  the  email,  about  any  subsequent  contacts  that  George 
Papadopoulos  had  with  Russians  after  meeting  the  professor? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  I  have  no  recollection.  Again,  we  had  various  phone  calls  and 
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group  meetings.  I  don't  recall  any  --  you  know,  that's  the  most  detail  was  that  first 
meeting  or  that  first  email  chain  that  a  bunch  of  people  were  on. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Do  you  speak  Russian,  Dr.  Page? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  way  I  describe  it  is  I  can  get  my  ideas  across.  And  if  I'm  in  a 
meeting,  I  understand  what's  happening.  But  it's  like  when  you're  talking  to  someone 
from  a  different  country  and  they  have  --  it's  not  --  you  know,  it's  hard  on  your  ears.  I'm 
not  a  very  smooth  Russian  speaker.  Maybe  you  could  say  that  about  my  English  as  well. 
But  I'm  not  --  I'm  by  no  means  fluent. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  You  lived  in  Russia  for  how  many  years? 

MR.  PAGE:  Three  years.  2004  to  --  mid-2004  to  mid  '07. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  you  become  fluent  while  you  were  living  there? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  became  better.  I  became  better.  I've  lost  it  over  recent  years,  just 
given  the  fact  that  I'm  not  doing  much  or  going  there  much  anymore. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  just  to  conclude  on  the  meeting  with  the  then-Senator  Sessions, 
did  anyone  bring  up  the  topic  of  Russia  during  that  meeting? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  no  recollection  of  it.  And  I --one  thing  I  know  for  sure, 
nothing  was  ever  discussed  that  was  in  any  way  beyond  a  policy,  you  know,  broad  policy 
context,  in  terms  of  definitive  steps  to  do  anything,  particularly  in  the  context  of  this 
investigation.  Nothing  remotely  related  to  that. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Was  there  any  discussion  of  the  President's  desire  to  improve 
relations  with  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  to  my  recollection. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  the  only  specific  reference  to  Russia  you  can  remember  is  your 
telling  the  then-Senator  Sessions  that  you  were  imminently  going  to  be  leaving  for 
Moscow? 
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MR.  PAGE:  Not  imminently,  that  I  just  --  I'm  glad  to  have  met  him  because  I  was 
able  to  rearrange  my  schedule  because  I'm  getting  ready  to  head  overseas  to  Moscow  and 
U.K.  in  the  following  weeks.  And  it  was  nice  to  meet  you.  He  wanted  to  talk  to  the  next 
person. 

No  substance  in  terms  of  any  content.  And  I  was  very  clear  that  total  -- 1 
mentioned,  you  know,  as  I've  -  as  I  made  clear  in  all  of  my  speeches,  totally  unrelated  to 
the  campaign,  you  know. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So,  during  your  conversation  with  then-Senator  Sessions,  are  you 
saying  that  you  explained  to  him  that  you  were  going  to  Russia,  but  you  were  not  going  to 
Russia  as  part  of  the  campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  Just  briefly  in  passing.  There  was  no  explanation.  I  mentioned  that 
I'm  going  there  unrelated  to  the  campaign.  It  was  probably  a  six-  or  seven-word 
comment. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  what  was  your  point  in  bringing  this  up  if  it  was  unrelated  to  the 
campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  Because  I  -  the  point  of  bringing  it  up  is  I  changed  my  schedule 
around.  It  was  going  to  be  my  last  2  days  in  the  United  States  for  3  weeks.  So  I  -  that 
Thursday  night,  I  just  --  just  mentioned  that  I'm  glad  to  have  been  able  to  do  that.  So  it 
was  more  just  sort  of  an  administrative  point. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Now,  this  trip  that  was  unrelated  to  the  campaign,  you  wrote  a 
memo  in  campaign  format  to  debrief  the  campaign  on  your  trip  that  was  supposedly  not 
about  the  campaign.  Is  that  what  we  are  to  understand? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  know  J.  --  again,  J.D.  is  a  fellow  military  officer,  and  he  was  kind  of 
the  de  facto  person  that  coordinated  various  things  related  to  our  informal  working  group. 
So  I  just  thought,  having  previously  been  in  the  Navy  as  well  and  followed  various  formats, 
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something  that  might  broadly  be  of  interest.  So  I  just  followed  the  format  that  he's  been 
looking  at  to  the  extent  it  might  be  of  some  general  interest. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  the  memo  that  you  wrote  referred  to  insights  and  outreach 
from  members  of  the  Russian  Parliament  and  representatives  of  the  Presidential 
administration,  and  expressed  a  willingness  to  share  further  information  about  that,  did  it 
not? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  do  not  see  further  information.  Where  is  that?  I  would -- 1  do  not 
see  that.  Can  you  -  if  you  can  show  me  where  I  said  "sharing  further  information."  I  am 
not  familiar  with  that  verbiage. 

I  may  be  wrong.  Again,  I'm  focused  on  other  things.  But,  to  the  best  of  my 
recollection,  there's  no  --  certainly  nothing  information  sharing  in  the  context  of  the  main 
things  that  this  committee  has  been  focused  on  for  the  last  several  months,  but  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  "I'll  send  you  guys  a  readout  soon  regarding  some  incredible  insights 
and  outreach  I  received  from  a  few  Russian  legislators  and  senior  members  of  the 
Presidential  administration  here." 

"I'll  send  you  guys  a  readout  soon."  Dr.  Page  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  That's  not  information. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  --  doesn't  that  imply  that  you  have  more  to  share  with  them  on  this 
subject? 

MR.  PAGE:  Just  general  things  that  I  learned  from  listening  to  speeches, 
watching  -  again,  I  hadn't  watched  Russian  TV  for  many  years,  but  watching  Russian  TV  in 
my  few  days  in  Moscow  there. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  what  you  had  in  mind  was  you  were  going  to  share  insights  you 
learned  by  watching  Russian  TV?  That  does  not  sound  like  what  you  conveyed. 

MR.  PAGE:  I'm  a  scholar.  It's  similar  to  what  I  shared  in  that  -  the  context  of  my 
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speech.  In  any  university,  whether  it's  at  New  York  University,  New  Economic  School  in 
Moscow,  Berkeley,  et  cetera,  in  Dubai. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  this  is  not  what  you  conveyed  to  the  campaign.  You  didn't 
say:  I'm  happy  to  share  insights  I  gained  from  watching  Russian  TV. 

You  said  you  met  with  or  that  you  received  incredible  insights  and  outreach  from  a 
few  Russian  legislators  and  senior  members  of  the  Presidential  administration. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  would  include  outreach  as  being  -  again,  it  was  a  general  warm 
greeting.  And  to  the  extent  that  there  was  some  interest  in  developing  a  further  dialogue 
at  some  point  down  the  road,  I  would  be  happy  to  share  that. 

But,  again,  what  --  it's  interesting  the  timing.  That's  -  this  email  you're  referring 
to  is  dated  July  8,  2016.  In  the  weeks  that  occurred  after,  again,  I  started  getting  all  these 
calls  related  to  the  dodgy  dossier.  And  I  immediately  -  you  know,  all  these  false 
allegations  regarding  Igor  Sechin  and  Mr.  Diveykin.  You  know,  Sechin  I  had  obviously 
heard  of.  Diveykin  I  had  never  heard  of. 

So  that  quickly  became  water  under  the  bridge.  I  would  never  --  you  know,  my 
ability  and  interest  to  do  those  types  of  --  to  write  that  kind  of  --  descriptions  in  the  future, 
not  -  it  was  eminently  clear  that  there  was  no  interest  whatsoever  for  sure,  because 
everything  that  the  --  you  know,  the  campaign,  not  only  at  that  time  but  also  in  the  prior 
weeks  --  so  the  communication  I  got  from  Wall  Street  Journal  on  July  26,  2016,  is:  We  are 
told  you  met  with  Igor  Sechin  during  your  Moscow  trip  and  discussed  energy  deals  and 
possibility  of  U.S.  Government  of  lifting  sanctions  on  him  and  others. 

So  l  - 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  you're  going  way  beyond  my  question. 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  but  the  reason  why  I  did  not  ever  follow  up  in  terms  of  offering 
any  additional  insights  is  18  days  within  --  after  that  email,  I  started  getting  these  calls  from 
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journalists  that  this  false  story  line  about  me  was  out  there.  And  eventually  it  became, 
you  know,  one  of  the  lead  news  stories,  one  of  the  lead  news  stories  starting  on  September 
23rd,  2016. 

So  my  interest  and  ability  to  provide  any  input  with  respect  to  Russia  was 
completely  nil.  And  it  was  limited  to  nil  to  begin  with. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  I  want  to  go  back  to  something  you  said  earlier,  that  you 
were  a  recipient  of  an  email,  either  by  being  copied  or  otherwise,  from  George 
Papadopoulos  that  made  reference  to  the  professor.  Do  you  remember  that  specifically? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  had  not  remembered  it  until  Tom  Hamburger  from  The  Washington 
Post  told  me  about  it  in  August  2016  --  or  2017,  sorry. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I  don't  believe  that  Tom  Hamburger's  article  makes  reference  to  a 
professor.  So  what  I'd  like  to  know  is,  did  you  receive  a  communication  from 
Mr.  Papadopoulos  that  made  reference  to  a  professor  that  he  had  met? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes.  When  I  looked  -- 1  didn't  -- 1  can't  remember  exactly  what  I  told 
The  Washington  Post,  but  when  I  looked  back  -  I  would  not  have  given  additional 
information.  I  think  the  main  -  you  know,  similar  to  what  I  expressed  in  my  opening 
statement,  my  focus  is  on  other  matters.  And  certainly  I  had  no,  you  know  --  that  was  an 
in  one  ear  and  out  the  other  type  of  email.  I  had  no  recollection  of  it.  And  I  made 
nothing  of  it,  as  I  saw  no  one  else  made  any  --  you  know,  based  on  what  I  saw  in  that  email 
chain,  had  any  interest  whatsoever  either. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Are  you  referring  to  Ivan  Tinofeev? 

MR.  PAGE:  Who's  Ivan  Tinofeev? 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  that's  not  the  professor  you're  referring  to? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  You  had  mentioned  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of  Mifsud  I 
believe  earlier. 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  Yes. 

MR.  PAGE:  There  may  have  been  one  other  name  included  in  there,  but  I  think 
Mifsud  is  the  one  whose  name  was  in  that  email,  if  I'm  not  mistaken,  to  the  best  of  my 
recollection. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  To  the  best  of  your  recollection  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  There  may  have  been  another  name  as  well,  but  I  think  just  based  on, 
again,  news  flow,  that's  - 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So,  to  the  best  of  your  recollection,  you  remember  receiving  an  email 
from  George  Papadopoulos  that  made  reference  to  a  Professor  Mifsud? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes,  which  I  had  not  recalled.  But  when  The  Washington  Post  had 
called  me  about  this  email  in  August  2017, 1  looked  back  and  I  found  this  email,  which  was 
no  interest  then  and,  frankly,  probably  even  of  less  interest  now,  because  I'm  being 
so  --  taking  such  proactive  steps  to  try  to  fix  the  damage  which  has  been  done  to  my  life. 

So  I  have  very  little  interest,  yeah. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Ms.  Speier. 

MS.  SPEIER:  Thank  you. 

I'd  like  to  start  off  with  why  you  became  interested  in  wanting  to  get  associated 
with  the  campaign.  You  referenced  early  on  that  you  met  someone  in  New  York  named 
Ed  Cox.  So  could  you  just  go  through  that  a  little  bit  more  in  depth? 

MR.  PAGE:  Certainly.  He  --  then-candidate  Trump  is,  as  I've  alluded  to  in  a  few 
letters  to  the  leadership  of  this  committee,  was  in  the  office  building  next  to  mine. 

Trump  Tower  is  next  to 

always  had  an  admiration  for  President  Trump,  kind  of  a  --just  watching  him  and,  you 
know,  the  successes  he's  had  in  a  business  context.  What  --  so  that  was  right  when  he 
came  down  the  escalator  in  June  2015, 1  was  immediately,  you  know,  just  for  --  on  a 
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character  level  was  -  had  a  positive  inclination. 

I  believe  it  was  a  few  months  later  that  he  started  giving  --  you  know,  he  may  have 
given  a  speech  related  to  breaking  out  --  you  know,  I'm  paraphrasing  here,  but  having  new 
approaches  to  the  world  in  general,  but  U.S. -Russia  relations  in  particular.  And  this  is  a 
concept  which  had  been  one  of  the  things  that  originally  got  me  interested  in  the  U.S. 
Naval  Academy  back  in  --  when  I  was  a  sophomore  or  junior  in  high  school,  coming  in  and 
watching,  you  know,  U.S.-Russia  arms  control  negotiations  and  watching,  you  know,  some 
of  the  military  leaders  who  were  behind  that.  So  I  always  had  interest  in  nuclear  policy 
and,  you  know,  more  constructive  -- 

MS.  SPEIER:  So  you  met  with  Mr.  Cox  and  asked  him  if  he  could  give  you 
an  --  some  kind  of  introduction  to  the  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  no.  I  sent  him  an  email  in  I  believe  December  2015,  mentioning 
that  I  have  some  interest  in  -- 

MS.  SPEIER:  In  working  on  the  campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  In  volunteering.  In  helping  out,  yeah. 

MS.  SPEIER:  And  then  what  happened  next? 

MR.  PAGE:  He  introduced  me  to  a  few  of  the  people  on  the  campaign. 

MS.  SPEIER:  And  who  did  he  introduce  you  to? 

MR.  PAGE:  It  was  Corey  Lewandowski. 

MS.  SPEIER:  So  was  it  a  few  people,  or  was  it  just  Corey  Lewandowski? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  originally  Corey. 

MS.  SPEIER:  And  what  did  Corey  tell  you? 

MR.  PAGE:  He  said,  "Let's  meet  up,"  you  know,  "I'd  be  happy  to"  --  because, 
again,  Ed  Cox  is  a  respected  individual.  And  so  he  - 

MS.  SPEIER:  Okay.  Was  that  5  minutes?  Okay. 
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MR.  CONAWAY:  Let  me  read  this  in  the  record  real  quick,  and  we'll  go  back. 

Without  objection,  the  chair  and  ranking  member  will  be  permitted  to  question  the 
witness  for  an  additional  30  minutes  each  and  may  yield  to  other  members  at  their 
discretion. 

And  I  yield  to  myself  such  time  as  I  may  consume,  and  I  yield  that  time  back  and  so 
look  to  the  minority  for  their  next  30  minutes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  I  yield  to  Ms.  Speier. 

MS.  SPEIER:  All  right. 

So  you  meet  with  Lewandowski.  Then  what  happens? 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  it's  very  interesting.  It's  one  of  the  --  you  know,  it's  a  step 
beyond  a  meet  and  greet,  going  back  to  my  discussion  with  Congressman  Gowdy.  When  I 
showed  up  at  his  office  in  early  -  in  January  2016,  he  was  -  I  was  waiting  in  the  foyer  there 
in  the  fourth  floor  of  Trump  Tower.  And  eventually,  this  guy  was  --  I'm  a  very  busy--  a 
person  that  works  really  hard  and  is  going  in  a  lot  of  different  directions,  whether  it's 
scholarship  or  business,  et  cetera.  When  I  walked  into  his  office  after  waiting  for  him  for 
quite  some  time,  he  was  literally  - 

MS.  SPEIER:  "He"  being  Corey? 

MR.  PAGE:  Corey  Lewandowski.  He  was  very  busy.  And  so,  you  know,  we 
started  talking,  and  I  expressed  some  interest  in  foreign  policy,  and  I'd  like  to  volunteer  and 
help  out  in  some  way  if  I  can. 

And  so  --  but  while  that  was  happening,  he  was  doing  a  half  dozen  different  things. 
He  had  two  cell  phones  going.  People  were  running  in  and  out  of  his  office.  So  it  was 
almost  a  fleeting  moment  in  time. 

MS.  SPEIER:  Did  you  think  working  on  the  campaign  would  be  helpful  to  you  in 
terms  of  your  business  endeavors?  Was  that  one  of  your  motivations? 
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MR.  PAGE:  The  motivation  is  a  general  passion  for  international  relations  and 
foreign  policy.  That  was  the  main  desire.  And  also,  going  back  to  sort  of  my  main 
interest  of  seeing  a  better  situation  for  the  United  States  and  the  world,  which  was  the 
reason  I  went  to  the  U.S.  Naval  Academy.  So  that's  -- 

MS.  SPEIER:  Do  you  have  any  U.S.  clients  wanting  to  do  business  in  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  no. 

MS.  SPEIER:  Do  you  have  any  U.S.  clients? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  right  now.  You  know,  my  business  -- 

MS.  SPEIER:  Did  you  have  any  U.S.  clients  back  in  2015  or  2016? 

MR.  PAGE:  There  were  various  projects  we  were  working  on.  Our  main  focus,  I 
believe,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  had  shifted  towards  the  Middle  East  and  South 
Africa. 

MS.  SPIER:  You  said  "we."  How  many  persons  in  your  company? 

MR.  PAGE:  Now,  there  are  --  it's  essentially  me,  because  -- 

MS.  SPEIER:  And  how  many  in  2015? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  some  people  who  are  informal  advisers  or  colleagues  who  work 
on  a  --  similar  for  those  of  you  who  are  lawyers,  on  a  contingency  basis. 

MS.  SPEIER:  Okay. 

MR.  PAGE:  Certain  groups,  you  know,  individuals  that,  you  know,  will  look  at 
various  opportunities.  If  things  move  forward,  if  the  lawsuit  goes  to  trial,  then,  you  know, 
on  a  contingency,  if  things  work  out,  then  you'll  benefit.  But  in  terms  of  --  if  you  define 
"employees"  as  paying  a  salary,  no,  I  have  no  employees,  and  I  had  no  employees  then  as 
well. 

MS.  SPEIER:  Thank  you.  Did  you  sign  an  NDA  with  the  Trump  campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  did,  yes. 
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MS.  SPEIER:  And  so  you  feel  compelled  to  comply  with  that? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  not  -- 1  had  asked  --  when  I  was  --  had  this  terrible  thing  happen 
to  me  in  September  2016  with  the  dodgy  dossier,  I  sent  a  note  to  the  person  who  I  had 
spoken  --  who  I  had  originally  signed  it  with,  and  I  asked,  you  know,  I  just  want  to 

be  -  because  I  signed  the  document  in  approximately  March  2016.  And  I  had  --  you 
know,  the  agreement  was,  well,  when  it's  countersigned,  you'll  get  a  copy. 

So  I  had  asked  then.  I  had  asked  a  couple  of  times  afterwards.  And  then,  in 
September  2016,  after  that  terrible  situation  happened  with  these  false  reports 
based  --  you  know,  with  the  world  premiere  of  the  dodgy  dossier  and  these  false 
allegations,  I  had  asked  for  a  copy  of  that  just  to  make  sure. 

MS.  SPEIER:  Did  you  receive  it? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  did  not.  I  never  received  it. 

MS.  SPEIER:  Did  you  have  any  accounts  --  do  you  have  any  accounts  in  foreign 

banks? 

MR.  PAGE:  When  I  lived  in  United  Kingdom,  I  had  a^m  account,  just  a  local 
bank  account.  And  I've  had  that  -- 1  have  that  still.  I've  had  that  since  2000,  about  16 
years.  So  -- 

MS.  SPEIER:  And  that's  your  only  account  --  only  foreign  account  that  you  have? 

MR.  PAGE:  That's  my  only  foreign  account  right  now.  And  there  have  been  no 
additions  to  that  other  than  interest  in  at  least  8  years. 

MS.  SPEIER:  Have  you  met  with  the  special  counsel? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  would  prefer  not  to  speak  about  that.  And  part  of  it  --  there  is  --  I'm 
greatly  appreciative  --  when  that  letter  that  was  referenced,  the  letter  of  October  10,  2017, 
the  --  there  were  a  number  of,  as  alluded  to,  a  number  of  groups  and  individuals  who  were 
sent  this  letter. 
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On  the  Senate  side,  that  information  or  part  of  the  information  was  leaked.  And  I 
appreciate  greatly  that  HPSCI  has  not  leaked  that  information.  And  so,  just  because  I'll 
say  my  understanding  is  that  they  don't  --  the  special  counsel  would  not  like  those  --  that, 
you  know,  the  internal  dealings  of  that  organization  to  be  disclosed  to  the  media.  So  I 
would  prefer  not  to  comment  on  that. 

And  for  that  same  reason  --  we  went  through  a  lot  of  documents  that  you'd  like  to 
include  in  the  record  -  I  would  request  that  this  -  the  document  -  the  letter  that  I  sent  to 
you  as  well  as  to  the  special  counsel  addressed  to  Special  Counsel  Mueller  on  October  10th 
not  be  included  for  that  same  reason,  just  in  terms  of  confidentiality. 

MS.  SPEIER:  Did  you  request  that  this  meeting  be  an  open  hearing? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MS.  SPEIER:  So  now  you  want  to  make  an  open  hearing  one  that's  a  closed 
hearing? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  I'm  just  saying,  as  -  this  committee  has  been  far  more  courteous 
than  the  other -- 

MS.  SPEIER:  You're  missing  my  point.  It's  either  an  open  hearing  or -- and  a 
transcript  is  --  a  closed  hearing  with  a  transcript  that  is  going  to  be  provided  publicly  in  3 
days  or  it's  not.  You  can't  have  it  both  ways. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  would  request  that  that  piece  of  information  -  yes,  it  was  agreed, 
but  I  would  request  --  again,  I'm  trying  to  be  as  cooperative,  helpful,  and  constructive  for 
this  committee  as  possible.  To  the  extent  that  you  could  please  not  include  that 
information  related  to  the  special  counsel,  I  would  certainly  appreciate  that. 

MS.  SPEIER:  All  right.  Let's  move  on. 

MR.  PAGE:  If  you  did  decide  to  include  it,  you  would  be  -- 

MS.  SPEIER:  Do  you  have  a  Twitter  account? 


UNCLASSIFIED 


UNCLASSIFIED 


91 


MR.  PAGE:  No.  Oh,  sorry,  I  do.  I  never  used  it.  I  never  tweeted  in  my  life.  I 

one  up,  but  - 

MS.  SPEIER:  And  you've  never  had  direct  messages? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  via  Twitter,  no,  nor  any  other  social  media,  Facebook,  Google  Plus, 
whatever.  No,  I've  got  no  --  I'm  not  active.  I  have  never  in  my  life  been  active  on  social 
media  of  that  sort. 

MS.  SPEIER:  In  your  speech  --  in  the  speech  request  that  you  forwarded  to  the 
Trump  campaign,  you  mentioned  a  Herman  Gref,  who  is  the  former  Russian  Minister  of 
Economics  and  Trade  who  was  going  to  be  speaking.  Was  he  there  as  well? 

MR.  PAGE:  He  had  to  cancel,  actually.  No. 

MS.  SPEIER:  And  then,  in  your  comments,  you  say:  "Please  let  me  know  if  you 
have  any  reservations  or  thoughts  on  how  you'd  prefer  me  to  focus  these  remarks." 

What  is  that  supposed  to  mean? 

MR.  PAGE:  A  note  of  courtesy,  that  if  you  have  --  actually,  may  I  please  ask  to  see 
that  document.  I  don't  have  that  in  front  of  me.  If  I  could  please  see  a  copy  of  it. 

MS.  SPEIER:  It  appears -- 

MR.  PAGE:  It  was  an  offer.  If  there's  any  --  again,  it  was  a  very  constructive 
informal  group  that  I  was  part  of,  and  just  as  a  courtesy,  if  there's  any  interest,  you  know, 
just  from  a  conceptual  standpoint,  if  you'd  like  me  to  include  anything  in  that,  I  would  be 
happy  to  mention  it.  Not  only  was  there  no  interest,  as  alluded  to,  the  response  I 
received,  you  know,  stated  that,  you  know,  this  is  totally  unrelated  to  the  campaign,  full 
stop,  which  is  exactly  the  way  I  handled  it. 

Thank  you. 

MS.  SPEIER:  It  would  appear  that  you  were  soliciting  from  the  campaign  any 
messages  you  would  like  to  have  conveyed  to  those  in  attendance  at  the  New  Economic 
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School. 

MR.  PAGE:  i  would  not  --  that  sentence  you're  referring  to,  I  would  not  --  can  you 
repeat  your  question?  I  don't  -- 

MS.  SPIER:  It  says:  "Please  let  me  know  if  you  have  any  reservations  or  thoughts 
on  how  you'd  prefer  me  to  focus  these  remarks." 

MR.  PAGE:  Okay.  And  how  do  you  interpret  that,  you  were  saying? 

MS.  SPEIER:  Well,  how  do  you  interpret  that? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  interpret  that  as  just  a  courtesy.  You  know,  if  I'm  going  to  be  over 
there,  you  know,  if  there's  anything  that  may  -  it's  primarily  just  as  a  private  person, 
private  figure  who  is  just  a  volunteer  in  an  informal  campaign.  I  was  saying  that  I  don't 
want  to  create  any  problems  if  there  might  --  you  know,  might  be  any  concerns. 

MS.  SPEIER:  You  didn't  say  problems.  "Prefer  me  to  focus  these  remarks."  It 
telegraphs  to  me  that  you're  saying:  if  you  want  me  to  convey  some  kind  of  a  message, 
ever  so  subtly  or  not,  I'm  happy  to  incorporate  it  in  my  speech. 

MR.  PAGE:  That  was  not  my  intention. 

MS.  SPIER:  And  then  you  include  a  draft  of  your  speech.  By  the  way,  this  is 

MR.  PAGE:  Can  I  - 1  don’t  have  the  draft  speech  in  front  of  me. 

MS.  SPEIER:  Well,  that's  just  the  reference.  You  have  the  sheet  that  I'm  referring 
to. 

MR.  PAGE:  But  you  say  a  draft  speech.  I  don't  see  a  draft  speech. 

MS.  SPEIER:  "Key  Messages,"  and  then  you  start  your  draft  speech. 

MR.  PAGE:  Oh. 

MS.  SPEIER:  And  then  there's  a  few  pages  of  your  draft  speech. 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  no.  There's  a  --  all  I  have  is  a  paragraph  that  just  talking,  you 
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know  - 

MS.  SPEIER:  Right,  but  then  there's  two  more  pages  that  you  don't  have  in  front 
of  you  which  they  will  provide  you  right  now. 

MR.  PAGE:  Thank  you. 

MS.  SPEIER:  Which 

With  that,  I  yield  back. 

MR.  PAGE:  May  I  read  this  for  a  moment  or  - 

MS.  SPEIER:  You  certainly  may. 

MR.  PAGE:  It's,  again,  just  talking  about  my  life  and  my  experiences,  going  back. 

MS.  SPEIER:  Yes,  the  beginning  of  your  draft. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes.  Which  was  totally  benign,  just  for  the  record. 

MS.  SPEIER:  Well,  that  was  just  the  beginning  of  the  draft,  it  looks  like.  Okay. 

Thank  you,  I  yield  back. 

MR.  PAGE:  And  if  anything,  you  know,  the  subsequent  day,  because  I  gave  this 
academic  lecture  and  it  was  misportrayed,  if  anything,  I  was  even  more  careful  and 
cautious.  The  reference  I  was  making  in  terms  of  focus  of  the  remarks  was  not  a 
forward-leaning  refocusing  of  the  remarks.  If  anything,  it  was  saying  I  want  to  be  as 
cautious,  careful,  and  nonproblematic  as  possible;  so,  if  you  have  any  concerns  and  you  see 
something  I  don't  see  that  might  be  a  problem,  then  let  me  know  in  terms  of,  you  know, 
avoiding  any  issues. 

And,  again,  beyond  my  wildest  imaginations,  I  could  never  have  imagined  how 
aggressively  my  visit  there  was  completely  misportrayed,  which  is  totally  beyond  who  I  am 
and  what  I've  been  throughout  my  entire  life.  So  a  complete  fabrication. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Mr.  Quigley. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Good  afternoon. 
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MR.  PAGE:  Good  afternoon. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Thanks  for  being  here. 

MR.  PAGE:  Thanks  for  having  me. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Who  is  Victor  Podobnyy? 

MR.  PAGE:  He  is  --  he  -  he  was  --  in  January  2013,  he  was  a  junior  attache,  kind  of 
mid  --  sort  of  mid  to  late  20s,  junior  attache  based  at  I  believe  the  consulate  in  New  York 
City.  A  Russian  --  a  Russian  diplomat. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  And  how  did  you  know  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah.  One  of  my  -  I  went  to  a  speech  at  Asia  Society  in  January  2013 
on  China  and  energy  development  in  China.  He  happened  to  be  in  the  audience,  and 
we  --  we  struck  up  a  conversation,  as,  you  know,  like  in  any  interaction  that  -- 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Well,  and  after  that  conversation,  did  you  meet  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  We -- we  met,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  just  once.  We  had  a 
brief  coffee  at  --  or  a  coke  in  the  afternoon  within  the  couple  of  months  following  that  -- 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  So  you're  saying  you  met  him  just  for  curiosity,  mutual  interest? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  --  before  all  this  happened,  I  used  to  be  a  person  that  liked  to  interact 
with  people  from  different  cultures. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  So  that's  your  answer:  you  just  wanted  to  interact,  right? 

MR.  PAGE:  And  also  a  general  interest  in  Russia.  And  also  to  kind  of  practice  my 
Russian,  which  I  didn't  have  a  chance  to  practice  much. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Your  answer  is  you  only  met  him  after  that  first  time,  you  only  had 
a  separate  meeting  with  him  once? 

MR.  PAGE:  To  the  best  of  my  recollection.  There  may  have  been  some  other 
brief  interaction  in  passing,  but  I  believe  that's  the  only  meeting,  yeah.  And  we  traded 
some  emails,  but  that  was  about  it. 
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MR.  QUIGLEY:  Were  there  any  other  forms  of  communication,  phone,  text? 

MR.  PAGE:  Email.  Email,  yes. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  But  no  phone,  no  text? 

MR.  PAGE:  This  is  -  I  can't  remember  the  texts  I  send  a  week  ago.  This  is  4-1/2 
years  ago.  So  I  have  no  recollection.  We  may  have  called  each  other  to  set  up  that 
coffee  one  afternoon  in  somewhere  around  March  2013,  but  in  terms  of  any 
communications,  I  have  no  --  no  recollection,  and  nor  would  it  be  relevant. 

In  that  meeting,  in  all  of  my  other  communications  via  email,  it  was  all  just 
general  -- 1  was  teaching  a  class  at  New  York  University  at  the  time  on  --  called,  I  believe  it 
was  entitled  "Energy  in  the  World."  And  just  like  I  like  to  speak  to  my  students  on  some 
of  these  topics  of  international  political  economy  and  energy,  I  had  a  similar  conversation 
with  him. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  You  said  he  was  a  junior  attache.  Who  did  he  claim  to  be  when 
he  talked  to  you? 

MR.  PAGE:  That's  what  he  claimed  to  be,  yes. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Did  he  say  why  he  wanted  to  meet  with  you,  talk  with  you,  get  to 
know  you? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall,  but,  you  know,  it  was  sort  of  a  shared  --  we  were  --  there 
may  have  been  other  people  I  also  interacted  with  at  the  Asia  Society  conference  that  I 
went  to  where  we  stayed  in  touch.  Certainly,  in  many  other  instances.  I  mean,  that's 
why  you  typically  go  to  events  like  that  is  to  meet  people  that  might  be  interesting  and  who 
you  might  learn  something  from.  And  that's  sort  of  the  way  I've  lived  my  life  for  --  at  least 
used  to  live  my  life  until  -- 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  But- 

MR.  PAGE:  --  went  out  of  control. 
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MR.  QUIGLEY:  I  get  it,  but  just  in  short,  did  he  say  to  you  why  he  wanted  to  meet 
with  you? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall.  I  think  it  was  a  general  interest.  And  certainly, 
every  --  everything  I  recall  from  our  discussions  mirrored  a  general  interest.  And  I  can 
assure  you,  in  that  complaint  or  in  the  filing  related  to  his  case,  he  never  asked  me  for 
anything  or  never  asked,  in  terms  of  the  things  he  alluded  to  in  that  --  in  his  wiretap. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  What  are  you  talking  about,  what  he  alluded  to? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  have  the  -  that  document,  that  filing  in  front  of  me,  but  he 
was  --  he  was  saying,  well,  words  to  the  effect  of  we  may  be  able  to  --  or,  you  know,  I  might 
be  able  to  offer  him  something  related  to  Gazprom  and  then  screw  him  over.  So  -- 
MR.  QUIGLEY:  Wait.  Who  said  that? 

MR.  PAGE:  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  this  filing  in  -- 
MR.  QUIGLEY:  No,  but  what  did  he  say  to  you  in  that  regard? 

MR.  PAGE:  Nothing.  Good  point.  Nothing  in  that  regard.  It  was  just  a 
general  discussion.  He  never  made  any  requests  in  terms  of  actually  doing  anything  -- 
MR.  QUIGLEY:  You  said  "actual"  again.  Did  he  make  any  requests? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  only  thing  we  may  have  --  no  requests  that  my  students  at  New 
York  University.  There  may  have  been  -- 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Okay,  let's  pretend  that's  important.  What  did  he  request  from 

you? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  recall  him  requesting  anything.  I  know  what  I  shared  with  him 
were  the  exact  same  materials  that  I  shared  with  my  students  at  New  York  University,  only 
at  a  much,  much  lower  level.  He  had  --  and  his  eyes  were  kind  of  glazing  over,  frankly. 

My  students  in  my  class  that  year  were  much  more  engaged  and  interested.  He  showed 
little  to  no  interest  at  all. 
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MR.  QUIGLEY:  Did  he  ever  hand  you  any  documents? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  recall  him  ever  handing  me  any  documents.  If  he  did,  it  was 
something  like  a  newspaper,  and  it  would  be  1  year  -  you  know,  again,  something  that  I 
had  no  --  no  interest  in.  Nothing  that  would  ever  constitute  any  kind  of  an  offer  or 
request  for  anything  or  anything  related  to  actually  doing  business.  There  was  never  any 
business  discussion.  It  was  just  like  any  - 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Was  it  just  nothing  ora  newspaper  or  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  recall  anything.  I  don't  recall  anything.  But  I  know  that  he 
never  asked  me  for  anything  substantively,  asked  me  anything  related  to  do  with 
U.S. -Russia  relations  or  international  relations  in  general.  It  was  just  a  few  people  having 
a  general  discussion  about  international  relations,  based  on  this  one  -- 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  He  didn't  ask  you  about  any  energy  companies  in  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  I  may  -  you  know,  again,  one  of  the  -  one  of  the  companies  I've 
worked  with  previously  is  Gazprom.  I  was  an  adviser  for  them  for  many  years.  And  -- 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  So  you  two  talked  about  Gazprom? 

MR.  PAGE:  It  definitely  came  up,  yes.  And  at  that  time,  there  was  a  big  --  it  was 
right  at  the  time  that  the  shale  revolution  was  really  taking  off  in  the  Permian  Basin  and 
really  across  the  United  States.  And  I  had  a  relationship  with  Chesapeake  Energy.  At  the 
time,  it  was  the  second  largest  natural  gas  producer  in  the  United  States.  We  were 
looking  at  various  ways  of  doing  natural  gas  vehicles. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Did  he  talk  to  you  about  what  interest  you  might  have  in  any 
respect  at  all  in  Gazprom  or  any  other  energy  company  in  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  it  was  me  generally  talking  about 
some  of  the  things  I  had  been  discussing  at  the  time  with  Chesapeake  Energy,  and  it  was  a 
general  discussion  about  that.  Again,  he  wasn't  very  engaged,  interested,  or  -  or  -  and 
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that's  the  main  reason  why  -- 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  What  did  you  say  --  if  I  might,  respectfully,  what  did  you  say  to  him 
about  Gazprom? 

MR.  PAGE:  Just  told  him  that  I  had  previously  worked  with  them  and  that  I  know 
that  they  are  similar  to  Chesapeake  Energy  in  the  United  States.  With  the  glut  of  natural 
gas  that  there  is  across  Texas,  Oklahoma,  and  around  the  world,  people  such  as  Aubrey 
McClendon,  who  I  knew  at  the  time  was  the  CEO  and  founder  of  Chesapeake  Energy,  they 
were  looking  for  new  ways  to  increase  natural  gas  demand.  And  Russia,  coincidentally,  at 
the  same  time  was  also  looking  to  do  that  and  also  had  made  objectives  of  increasing  the 
use  of  natural  gas  in  vehicles. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Did  he  ever  ask  you  if  you  had  any  interest  in,  if  you  wanted  an 
additional  or  any  interest  in  Gazprom? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  only  did  he  never  ask  me  that,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  he 
would  be  the  worst  person  on  Earth  to  ask  me  that,  because  he's  a  guy  that's  this  junior 
guy,  based  in  an  embassy  --  or  a  consulate  or  whatever  in  New  York  City.  And,  again,  I 
knew  some  of  the  people  in  --  have  known  people  at  Gazprom  going  back  15  years. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  So  how  did  the  word  come  up  in  the  conversation? 

MR.  PAGE:  Because  it's  the  main  thing  I  was  working  on  at  the  time.  I  bet  if 
conversations  that  you  have  at  lunch  may  talk  about  certain  policies  that  you're  — 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Did  he  bring  it  up,  or  did  you  bring  it  up? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  no  recollection  of  specifics  of  the  conversation  4-plus  years  ago. 
But  most  likely,  I  -- 1  would  --  if  I  were  a  betting  man,  I  would  bet  that  I  brought  it  up, 
because  it  was  my  general  interest.  It's  my  passion  of  business  development  and 
international  relations.  And  here's  someone  that  is  --  you  know,  is  from  Russia  and  is 
having  a  general  conversation  about.  And,  you  know,  again,  it  was  something  I  had  been 
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focused  on  at  the  time  and  I  -- 1  know  - 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Did  you  ask  him  about  an  interest  you  might  have  in  obtaining  an 
interest  or  more  of  anything  of  value  relating  to  Gazprom? 

MR.  PAGE:  Absolutely  not.  And  if  I  did  have  that  interest  at  the  time,  he  would 
be  the  --  probably  one  of  the  -- 1  wouldn't  say  the  worst  people  on  the  planet,  but  in  terms 
of  other  people  involved  in  Russia  of  all  the  people  I  knew,  probably  the  most—  the  least 
relevant. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Did  you  hand  him  any  documents  ever,  or  email  him  any 
documents? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  emailed  him  things  that  I  emailed  to  my  students  at  NYU. 

Per  -  again,  I  wouldn't  remember  that  if  it  hadn't  been  in  the  -- 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Why  would  you  talk  to  -  send  him  information  that  you  would 
send  his  students  -  your  students? 

MR.  PAGE:  My  students. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Your  students. 

MR.  PAGE:  Because  he  expressed  a  general  interest.  And,  again,  this  is  public 
information.  You  know,  these  are  things  that  are  readily  available  to  the,  again,  average 
man  or  woman  on  the  street  who  are  interested.  He  definitively  was  not  interested. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Do  you  still  have  these  emails? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  I  don't. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  When  was  the  last  contact  of  any  sort  that  you  had  with 
Mr.  Podobnyy? 
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[12:54  p.m.] 

MR.  PAGE:  I  do  not  believe  --  again,  per  the  complaint,  there  was  a  --  you  know, 
the  FBI  contacted  me  after  it  was  revealed  that  I'm,  quote/unquote,  Male  One.  It  was 
revealed  that  I  talked  with  the  FBI  in,  I  believe,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  June  2013. 
And  I  have  no  recollection  of  ever  crossing  paths  with  him  ever  since  then. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Who  is  Igor  -  I'll  pronounce  this  wrong  -  Sporyshev? 

MR.  PAGE:  Is  he  one  of  the  three  people  on  the  complaint?  There  were  two 
other  people  that  he  was  wiretap  -- 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  I  just  want  to  know  if  you  know  who  he  is. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  know  that  name,  no. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  You've  never  met  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  I've  met  hundreds  or  maybe  thousands  of  people.  That  name 
doesn't  ring  a  bell.  It  may  ring  a  bell  because  we're  talking  about  this  case.  There  were 
two  other  Russians  who  were  in  the  --  who  were  arrested  related  to  this  case.  And  to 
the  -  I  --  that  name  --  because  we're  talking  about  this  now,  I  believe  that  may  be  why 
you're  bringing  it  up  and  that's  the  same  person. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  I  just  want  to  know  if  --  well,  you  mentioned  there's  two  other 
Russians  mentioned  in  the  investigation. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  To  the  best  of  your  knowledge,  who  were  those  two  other 
Russians? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  recall  those  two  names. 

What  I  do  recall  is,  you  know,  when  I  read  through  that  investigation,  I  had  never 
met  those  other  two  people,  and  I  don't  believe  I've  ever  talked  with  them  since.  I'm 
almost  positive  I  haven't,  because  they've  now  been  --  you  know,  they're  no  longer  in  the 


UNCLASSIFIED 


UNCLASSIFIED 


101 


u.s. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Well,  what  do  you  know  about  the  Russian  company  Rosneft? 

MR.  PAGE:  Rosneft  is  the  largest  Russian  oil  company. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  And  you  know  it's  a  state-owned  enterprise,  right? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes,  although  it's  been  partially  privatized.  They  had  an  IPO,  and  so 
their  shares  are  listed  on  various  international  and  Russian  stock  exchanges. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  And  I  apologize  if  you  have  answered  this.  The  CEO  of  this 
company,  Rosneft -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Igor  Sechin?  Is  that  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Your  understanding  is  --  and  I  believe  you've  been  asked  this,  but  I 
apologize.  You've  never  met  this  person.  Is  that  what  you  said  before?  Or  have  you 
been  asked? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  only  have  I  never  met  him,  he  is  the  --  he's  one  of  the  top  energy 
industry  officials  in  Russia.  And  there  is  a  quote,  if  —  I  can  read  it  to  you,  or  you  can  look  it 
up  in  my  complaint  ~ 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  No.  You've  answered  the  question.  You've  never  met  him. 

Have  you  ever  communicated  with  him  in  any  way,  shape,  or  form? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  not  with  him. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Anybody  associated  with  him,  communicated  with  them  in  any 
shape  or  form? 

MR.  PAGE:  So  there  is  a  --  one  of  the  people  I  worked  with  at  --  or,  not  worked 
with.  I  was  --  was  the  client,  a  junior  member  of  staff,  while  I  was  living  in  Moscow,  2004 
to  2007,  is  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of  Andrey  Baranov.  He  was  on  the  investor  relations 
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team  at  Gazprom.  And  a  few  years  ago,  he  --  so  I  had  known  him  for  approximately  a 
decade,  you  know,  10, 11  years.  A  pretty  junior  guy  at  the  time,  but  he's  a  smart 
individual  who  has  kind  of  risen  up. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  So  what's  his  connection  to  Mr.  Sechin? 

MR.  PAGE:  So  he  was  at  Gazprom  for  approximately  10  years  while  I  knew  him. 
And  in  approximately  2015  he  was  offered  a  position  at  Rosneft,  and  so  he  shifted  over  to 
Rosneft.  And  so  I  knew,  you  know  --  he's  an  old,  sort  of,  friend  who  I  knew  in  that 
context. 

And  so  he  is,  I  believe,  head  of  investor  relations  at  Rosneft  and,  like  any  investor 
relations  person,  knows  the  other  executives  at  the  company,  including  the  CEO. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  So  did  he,  Mr.  Baranov,  ever  communicate  any  information  from 
the  company  itself?  What  did  he  talk  to  you  about  relating  to  this  company,  Rosneft? 

MR.  PAGE:  So,  like  any  other  investor  relations  situation  --  investor  relations,  by 
definition,  is  typically  public  information,  public  information  that's  posted  on  their  website, 
given  to  research  analysts  at  Morgan  Stanley,  Goldman  Sachs,  other  banks. 

The  types  of  things  we  would  talk  about  is  just,  again,  similar  to  my  general  interest 
in  energy  markets,  he  would  talk  about  those  developments  at  the  company.  And  so, 
similar  to  what  he  would  tell  other  investors,  I  heard  those  types  of,  you  know,  feedback  in 
my  conversations  with  him. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Did  he  ever  talk  to  you  about  the  fact  that  that  company  was  under 
sanctions  by  the  United  States? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  no  recollection  of  that. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  You  have  no  recollection  of  ever  talking  to  him  about  the  fact  that 
his  company  was  sanctioned  by  the  United  States? 

MR.  PAGE:  See,  this  is  where  I'm  careful,  because  sanctions,  it's  a  key  thing  --  or 
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it's  a  topic  that's  frequently  discussed  in  general  terms,  just  like  tax  policy  might  be 
discussed  this  week  in  Washington.  So,  similar  to  me  talking  to  someone  on  Capitol  Hill 
about  tax  policy,  I  don't  want  to  say  that  I  never  talked  about  sanctions.  It  may  have 
come  up,  like  you  might  have  talked  about  tax  policy  with  someone  similarly. 

Certainly,  what  I  can  tell  you  for  sure  is  I  have  never  had  any  discussions  with  him 
about  changing  any  sanctions  policy  or  things  I  could  even  conceivably  do  in  that  regard. 

MR.  CONAWAY:  The  minority's  time  has  expired.  And  we  will  recognize  the 
minority  for  an  additional  30  minutes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Before  I  yield  back  to  my  colleague,  I  just  want  to  get  further  clarification  on  the 
document  issue. 

On  October  10th,  you  wrote  to  special  counsel,  as  well  as  our  committee,  saying 
you  intended  to  invoke  the  Fifth.  Is  that  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Subsequently,  you  entered  in  discussions  with  majority  counsel  in 
which  you  agreed  to  testify  as  long  as  it  was  made  public,  and,  in  exchange,  you  would  not 
invoke  the  Fifth.  Is  that  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes.  I  want  to  help  your  committee  ~ 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I'm  just  —  please. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes -- as  much  as  possible.  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  inform  majority  counsel  that  you  would  nonetheless  seek  to 
invoke  the  Fifth  regarding  documentary  production? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  concerns  I  raised  in  that  letter  stand.  The  concerns  I  raised  in 
terms  of  ~ 

MR.  SCHIFF:  My  question,  Dr.  Page,  is,  when  you  agreed  to  testify,  provided  the 
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transcript  was  made  public,  did  you  agree  to  waive  your  Fifth  Amendment  privilege,  or  did 
you  clarify  with  majority  counsel  that  you  were  only  waiving  it  as  to  your  testimony  and  not 
as  to  your  documents? 

MR.  PAGE:  Testimony. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Is  that  the  discussion  you  had  with  majority  counsel? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  the  specifics,  but  I  told  them  that  I  want  to  help  your 
committee  get  to  the  bottom  of  this  to  the  greatest  extent  possible.  And  I  think  having  a 
conversation  like  human  beings  as  opposed  to  --  I've  already  been  hacked  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  my  question  is  very  specific. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  agree  to  waive  your  Fifth  Amendment  privilege,  or  did  you 
clarify  or  specify  to  majority  counsel  that  you  were  only  waiving  it  as  to  testimony  and  you 
were  going  to  maintain  your  privilege  as  to  documents? 

MR.  PAGE:  That's  correct,  yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  That's - 

MR.  CONAWAY:  Would  the  gentleman  yield? 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Yes. 

MR.  CONAWAY:  The  majority's  understanding  is  that  our  subpoena  for  his 
documents  still  stands  in  its  entirety  and  that  there  was  no  agreement  to  accept,  or 
whatever,  the  Fifth  Amendment  on  his  documents.  So  we  expect  to  get  the  documents 
from  Mr.  Page,  as  the  subpoena  that  we  put  out. 

MR.  PAGE:  Again,  my  main  concern  relates  to  the  fact  that  I  have  --  there's  been  a 
ton  of  information  collected  against  me  illegally  based  on  false  pretenses  and  false 
evidence  in  the  FISA  court  last  year.  And  anything  I  could  give  you  is  both  redundant  and 
potentially  contrary  to  that,  because  I  do  not  have  the  data  processing  or  storage 
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capabilities  that  the  U.S.  Government,  including  the  National  Security  Agency,  FBI,  and  the 
CIA,  have  in  terms  of  the  information  that  has  already  been  illicitly  collected  against  me. 

So  that  is  my  concern,  as  well  as  the  other  concern.  Your  committee  has  been 
respectful  in  terms  of  not  leaking,  but  I  have  another  concern  that,  you  know,  my  data  has 
already  been  - 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  my  question  was  only  regarding  your  invocation  of  the 
privilege. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I  will  yield  back  to  Mr.  Quigley. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Thanks. 

When  you  were  in  Russia  in  July  '16,  did  you  meet  with  Mr.  Baranov? 

MR.  PAGE:  We  went  —  there  was  a  World  Cup  --  or  a  -- 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Just,  first,  yes  or  no. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  stopped  by  an  event  he  was  at.  Yes. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Did  you  plan  ahead  of  time  to  meet  at  that  location? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes.  Yes. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Okay.  Did  Mr.  Baranov  ever  hand  you  any  other  documents,  any 
documents  at  all,  about  his  company? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  that  I  recall. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Did  you  hand  him  anything  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  at - 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  --at  any  time? 

MR.  PAGE:  He  may  have  at  some  point,  because  I've  been  to  various  --  some 
banks  sometimes  organize  investor  relations  events.  And,  typically,  at  an  investor 
relations  events,  similar  to  what  I  was  just  mentioning  to  you,  Congressman  Quigley,  about 


UNCLASSIFIED 


UNCLASSIFIED 


106 


public  information,  similar  to  what's  on  their  website  of  their  investor  presentation  as  a 
publicly  traded  company,  like  Chesapeake  Energy  or  Pioneer  in  the  United  States,  they 
have  to  disclose  documents. 

The  only  document  I  might  have  received  at  some  conference  at  some  point  -- 1 
don't  believe  I  received  anything  last  year  --  would  have  been  something  of  that  sort,  like 
an  investor  relations  presentation.  Nothing  more  substantive  than  that  or  relevant  than 
that. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Do  you  own  any  interest  shares  at  all  in  Rosneft? 

MR.  PAGE:  Zero,  and  I  never  have. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Gazprom? 

MR.  PAGE:  Gazprom  I  did  until,  for  some  reason,  then  -- 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  When  did  you  acquire  the  interest  in  Gazprom? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  wrote  it  in  one  of  the  letters,  I  believe,  to  you,  the  committee,  but 
something  around  2008.  It  was  a  small  -- 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  And  when  did  you  --  you  said  you  divested  yourself  from  that. 
When  did  that  take  place? 

MR.  PAGE:  Around  the  time  when  Harry  Reid  sent  this  letter  to  Director  Comey  in 
August  2016  — 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Okay. 

MR.  PAGE:  -  you  know.  Because  there's  all  of  a  sudden  this  made-up 
controversy. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  I  get  it. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Any  interest  in  any  other  Russian  company  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Zero.  No. 
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MR.  QUIGLEY:  --  besides  those  two,  ever? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  And,  again -- 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Now? 

MR.  PAGE:  --  I'm  cautious  because  I  have  mutual  funds,  and  some  of  those  mutual 
funds,  you  know,  as  part  of  a  diversified  portfolio,  might  have,  you  know,  5  percent  of  their 
shares  or  something  along  those  --  or  of  their  portfolio  in  Russian  -- 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Okay.  Putting  that  aside -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah.  No  direct  assets. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  --  current  business  interests  at  all  in  Russia,  right  now? 

MR.  PAGE:  Congressman  Quigley,  all  of  my  business  interests  anywhere  have 
been  discontinued  completely,  given  these  falsehoods  that  were  started  from  the  dodgy 
dossier  and  news  reports  related  to  that.  I  have  --  yeah,  nothing. 

MR.  QUIGLEY:  Mr.  Ranking  Member,  I'm  prepared  to  yield  back  to  you. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I  just  want  to  go  over  a  couple  other  things  before  I  yield  to  my 
colleague  from  California. 

Do  I  understand  correctly  that  in  advance  of  your  trip  to  Moscow  in  July  of  last  year 
that  you  made  arrangements  to  meet  with  Andrey  Baranov? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  believe  it  was  prior.  I  think  it  was  sort  of  around  that  same 
time.  And  I  believe  it  was  kind  of  a  reintroduction  from  some  mutual  friends  we  had  who 
were  in  one  of  the  banks. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Can  you  explain  that?  Were  you  reintroduced  to  Mr.  Baranov  in 
advance  of  your  visit  or  during  your  visit? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you  don't  recall  whether  prior  to  leaving  for  Moscow  you  had 
communications  with  Mr.  Baranov  over  at  his  office? 
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MR.  PAGE:  No.  No.  And  I  never  talked  with  his  office,  just  with  him.  Yeah. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  You  talked  directly  with  him  by  phone? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall,  but  I  --  we  --  you  know,  he  mentioned  this  --  there  was  an 
event,  and  that's  where  we  ended  up  meeting.  You  know,  it  was  a  group  event  at  a  bar  in 
Moscow  to  watch  the,  I  believe  it  was,  Europa  Cup.  It  was  Portugal,  I  believe,  versus 
Wales.  So  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you  had  a  phone  conversation  with  Mr.  Baranov  while  you  were  in 
Moscow  where  you  arranged  to  meet  during  the  trip? 

MR.  PAGE:  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  I  believe  so,  yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  he  call  you,  or  did  you  call  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  specifics.  I  think  --  again,  we're  old  friends,  and  so  I 
don't  recall  exactly.  Again,  I  believe  it  was  one  of  our  mutual  friends  from  the  banks  that 
had  mentioned  it.  And  so  they  may  have  set  that  up  or  kind  of  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  who  is  your  mutual  friend  from  the  banks?  And  what  banks 
are  you  referring  to? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall.  Again,  it  was  Morgan  Stanley  that  did  this  -- 1  believe  it 
was  Morgan  Stanley  that  had  this  event  in  July. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Had  what  event? 

MR.  PAGE:  There  was  an  event  to  watch  this  Europa  football,  you  know,  or 
European  soccer  match.  So  I  went  along  to  that  with  a  lot  of  other  investors  and  a  lot  of 
other  people,  and  he  was  there. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  But  prior  to  your  going  there  and  the  fact  that  he  was  there,  you  had 
a  conversation  with  him  on  the  phone? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  so,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  do  you  have  his  phone  number? 
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MR.  PAGE:  I'm  not  sure  if  I  still  have  it,  but -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  did  you  have  it  at  the  time  you  went  on  the  trip? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah.  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  you  call  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  We  got  in  touch,  and  he  told  me  about  this  event.  I  can't  recall 
exactly  the  method  of  that  communication. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  Mr.  Baranov  works  for  Mr.  Sechin,  does  he  not? 

MR.  PAGE:  He's  part  of  a -- he's  a  part  of  the  team  at  Rosneft.  So,  you  know, 
Rosneft  is  a  big  company,  and  there's  a  lot  of  people  that  work  for  Mr.  Sechin,  uh-huh. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  he's  the  head  of  all  investor  relations  for  Rosneft? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  recall  that  what  he  told  me  in  --  we  caught  up  again  in  my  second  trip 
in  December,  and  he  told  me  that  he  had  -  he  may  have  moved  up.  And  I  don't  recall 
specifically,  but  he  may  have  had  a  promotion  internally  in  some  format,  one  way  or 
another. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  you  can't  tell  us  whether  you  spoke  with  him  before  you  left  on 
the  trip? 

MR.  PAGE:  I'm  not  sure. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  But  you  may  have? 

MR.  PAGE:  Possibly. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Can  you  tell  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  But,  again,  what  I  can  tell  you  is  any  discussions  I  had  was  just  about 
two  old  friends  getting  together  to  have  a  chat,  you  know  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  this  old  friend - 

MR.  PAGE:  --just  kind  of  reconnecting.  And  I  hadn't  been  in -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  This  old  friend  who  you  were  reconnecting  with  also  works  for 
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someone  that  Mr.  Steele  alleged  that  you  had  met  with,  Mr.  Sechin,  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  That's  correct. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  Mr.  Sechin  is  under  sanctions,  is  he  not? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  so. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  as  someone  working  on  investor  relations  for  a  CEO  who  is 
under  sanctions,  would  it  be  advantageous  for  that  head  of  investor  relations  to  see  those 
sanctions  go  away? 

MR.  PAGE:  It  is  outside  of  the  scope  of  his  responsibilities,  and  it  would  --  let  me 
tell  you  one  thing.  That  type  of  question  never  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  It  doesn't  affect  investor  relations  for  Rosneft  that  their  CEO  is  being 
sanctioned? 

MR.  PAGE:  Perhaps.  Perhaps  on  some  level.  But  nothing  that  this  gentleman 
said  to  me  ever  implied  or  asked  for  anything  related  to  sanctions.  Again,  there  may  have 
been  some  general  reference,  just  like  there's  general  reference,  as  I  was  telling  to 
Congressman  Quigley,  about  tax  policy,  et  cetera,  but  no  kind  of  negotiations  in  any 
format. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  have  communication  with  Mr.  Baranov  after  you  left 
Moscow? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't -- 1  don't  believe  so.  I  can't  recall. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Wouldn't  you  remember  if  you'd  gotten  a  call  from  him  or  called  him 
or  emailed  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  because  nothing  ever  of  substance  --  we  never  talked  about  doing 
any  business  together.  Again,  he's  someone  I  knew  previously.  And  he's  a  very  -  if  you 
talk  to  investors  in  Gazprom,  there's  a  lot  of  large  U.S.  institutional  investors  in 
Gazprom  --  or,  sorry,  in  --  previously  -  or  he  previously  worked  for  Gazprom,  and  now  he 
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works  for  Rosneft. 

He  is  a  smart  person.  He's  someone  that,  similar  to  talking  with  several  of  you  and 
having  a  discussion  about  substantive  matters,  he's  someone  that  really  knows  the 
industry.  And  as  an  investor  relations  professional,  he's  able  to  talk  through  what's 
happening  in  the  market. 

So  general  discussions  we  had.  In  terms  of  anything  sanctions-related,  we  never 
got  into  those  types  of  specifics  in  any  way,  shape,  or  form.  And  what  I  can  say  beyond  a 
shadow  of  a  doubt,  there  was  never  any  negotiations  or  any  quid  pro  quo  or  any  offer  or 
any  request,  even,  in  any  way  related  to  sanctions. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  Mr.  Steele  alleged  in  the  dossier  that  you  had  a  meeting  with 
someone  from  the  Presidential  administration,  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah,  which  is  even  more  ridiculous. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  yet,  in  your  emails  to  the  campaign,  you  said  you  had  discussions 
with  people  from  Presidential  administration,  did  you  not? 

MR.  PAGE:  Again,  in  passing,  but  there  were  --  there  was  --  the  person  that  was 
named  in  the  dodgy  dossier,  not  only  had  I  never  heard  that  person's  name,  the  people  I 
asked  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  who  were  the  individuals  from  the  Presidential  administration 
that  you  had  discussions  with  while  you  were  in  Moscow?  Who  were  you  referring  to? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  main  person  was,  you  know,  a  brief,  less-than-10-second  chat 
with  Arkadiy  Dvorkovich. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well - 

MR.  PAGE:  But,  you  know,  nothing  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  who  were  the  members  of  the  Russian  Duma  that  you  made 
reference  to  that  you  met  with? 
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MR.  PAGE:  Duma  was,  again,  just  in  passing,  a  few  people  when  we  were  shaking 

hands. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  who  were  they? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall. 

And  let  me  tell  you  something.  Nothing  we  discussed  was  ever  related  to  any  ~  in 
a  request  for  --  related  to  policy  in  any  way.  It  was  just  a  nice  hello,  brief  --  per  my 
discussion  with  Congressman  Gowdy,  it  was  a  greeting.  That's  it,  nothing  more,  nothing 
less. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Mr.  Swalwell. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Thank  you. 

Dr.  Page,  when  was  the  last  time  that  you  spoke  with  Mr.  Podobnyy? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  it  was  --  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  it  was  in  that 
complaint,  sometime  in  the  first  quarter  of  2013.  So  over  -- 1  have  --  I've  never  been 
anywhere  near  him  in  the  last  4-years-plus. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  How  about  over  the  telephone? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  I  definitely  have  not  had  a  phone  call  with  him  for  sure,  no. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  How  about  an  electronic  communication? 

MR.  PAGE:  No  electronic  communication  over  the  last,  you  know  -  again,  I 
forget  --  this  one  brief  chat  where  we  talked  about  things  I  talked  about  in  my  class  but  of 
less  detail  and  of  less  depth,  I  can't  recall  exactly  how  that  meeting  was  arranged. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Was  that  in  2016? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  that  was  in  2013.  2013. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  So,  in  2014,  did  you  communicate  at  all  with  Mr.  Podobnyy  by 
phone  call,  in  person,  or  electronically?  Yes  or  no? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  because -- 
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MR.  SWALWELL:  Yes  or  no? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  How  about  in  2015?  Phone  call,  in  person,  or  electronically, 
yes  or  no. 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  2016?  Phone  call,  in  person,  or  electronically.  Did  you 
communicate  at  all  with  Mr.  Podobnyy? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Since  2013,  have  you  communicated  in  person,  by  phone  call,  or 
electronically  with  anybody  who  you  know  to  be  in  communication  with  Mr.  Podobnyy? 
MR.  PAGE:  Absolutely  not.  And  that's  why  I'm  cautious  about -- 
MR.  SWALWELL:  That  was  enough,  Mr.  Page.  If  that's  the  answer,  we  don't 
need  more. 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  the  only  thing  is,  just  in  terms  of  people  you  pass  by  in  passing. 

So  - 

MR.  SWALWELL:  I'm  asking  what  you  know. 

MR.  PAGE:  What  I  know  is  no  communication  whatsoever  since  the  first  half  of 

2013. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Where  do  you  currently  live? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  --  due  to  the  terrorist  threats  -- 
MR.  SWALWELL:  No.  Where  do  you  live? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  have  any  set  address  right  now.  I  generally  spend  time  mostly 
in  now  due  - 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Where  do  you  stay  when  you're 

MR.  PAGE:  I  stay  at  various  locations  And  I  don't  disclose  that  due 
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to  the  terrorist  threats  i've  received  and  the  death  threats. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Well,  how  do  you  pay  for  staying  at  these  locations? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  -  I’m  burning  through  savings  right  now.  I'm  burning  through 
savings,  yes. 

MR.  SWALWELL  Are  they  hotels? 

MR.  PAGE:  Sometimes  they  are. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Are  they  with  friends? 

MR.  PAGE:  Sometimes  they  are. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Okay,  Who  are  these  friends? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  say  that  because  since  I've  --  I've  had  terrorist  threats  — 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Mr.  Page,  who  are  you  staying  with?  And  we'll  redact  what  we 
have  to  redact  to  protect  your  privacy,  but  there  are  a  lot  of  questions  about  where  you've 
been,  who  you're  talking  to.  You're  not  being  very  straight  with  us.  So  who  are  you 
staying  with  ‘n||||^^^||^ 

MR.  PAGE:  On  the  understanding  that  this  will  be  redacted, 


MR.  SWALWELL;  Okay.  Anyone  who  is 
MR.  PAGE:  Not  right  now,  no. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Okay. 

Is  there  anywhere  outside  who  you've  stayed 

with  in  the  last  year? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Do  you  have  any  source  of  --  in  the  past  — 

MR.  PAGE:  Certainly  no  one  related  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Go  ahead.  What  were  you  going  to  say? 
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MR.  PAGE:  Certainly  I  haven't  spent  the  night  at  any  Russian's  house  or  anyone 
related  to  the  Russian  Government's  house. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Well,  have  you  spent  the  night  at  anyone's  house  whoH|HI 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  no  recollection  of  that,  no. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Well,  you  would  remember  if  you  didn't  staymH 

mmmam  wouldn't  you? 

MR.  PAGE:  If  there  is  700  nights,  you  know,  over  a  couple  of  years,  I  would  have 
to  look  through  my  records.  And,  again,  Congressman  Swalwell,  I'm  careful  not  to  say 
something  that  I  don't  know,  so  I  want  to  be  careful  there. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  What  has  your  source  of  income  been  in  2017,  if  any? 

MR.  PAGE:  There  are  no  sources  of  income  right  now.  I'm  living  off  savings. 

I'm  burning  through  savings. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  What  were  your  sources  of  income  in  2016? 

MR.  PAGE:  Investments  that  I  have,  passive  investments. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Investments  in  what? 

MR.  PAGE:  Publicly  traded  companies. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Which  ones? 

MR.  PAGE:  Can  we  redact  this? 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Sure. 

PAGE:  H 


MR.  SWALWELL:  Other  than^^^H,  anV  °ther  companies  that  have  provided 
you  income  in  2016? 
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MR.  PAGE:  Probably,  yes.  Yeah.  I  can't  recall,  but  there's  -  again,  it's  kind  of 
general  passive  investment,  publicly  traded  companies. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Well,  I  guess  I  want  to  understand,  Mr.  Page,  if  you  haven't  had 
any  clients  in  2017  and  2016  and  your  only  source  of  income  were  investments,  it  seems  to 
me  that  you  would  be  pretty  aware  of  where  your  income  was  coming  from  in  2016.  And 
you're  telling  us  that  you  can't  recall. 


MR.  PAGE:  I'm  saying  there  was  no  other  income  beyond  investments,  yeah. 
MR.  SWALWELL:  And  beyond  the  investment  in^^U,  were  there  any  other 
investments  that  generated  income  for  you  in  2016? 


MR.  PAGE:  I  have  a  diversified  portfolio,  so  I'm  -- 1  don't  have  my  entire  stock 


details  in  front  of  me.  But,  again  -- 


MR.  SWALWELL:  Who's  the  brokerage  house  that  you  use? 


MR.  PAGE:  Can  we  redact  this  as  well? 


MR.  SWALWELL:  Yes. 

mr.  page:  WKKtBKKtBtttKKM  flHMMMI 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Sure.  And lives  in  - 

MR.  PAGE:  And  a  lot  of  the  just,  you  know,  aggressive  media  likes  to  sort  of 
portray  me  as  being,  you  know,  a  --  having  too  close  of  a  relationship 

-  but  I  appreciate  you,  please, 
redacting  that,  because,  again,  it's  just  all  spin  and  irrelevant.  But  -- 
MR.  SWALWELL:  When  was  the  last  time  you  were  in  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  December  2016. 


MR.  SWALWELL:  Okay.  Who  paid  for  you  to  go  to  that  trip? 
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MR.  PAGE:  I  did. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Where  did  you  stay? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  stayed  at  a  hotel,  the  same  hotel  complex  where  I  stayed  the  last 

time. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Which  hotel  complex  was  that? 

MR.  PAGE:  It  was  --  there's  a  -- 1  forget  --there's  a  French  company  near 
Paveletskaya  Square  that  has  a  complex  there,  and  I  ~ 

MR.  SWALWELL:  What's  the  name  of  the  hotel? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  the  name. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Why  did  you  go  in  December  2016? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  was  interested  in  possibilities  of  -  from  an  intellectual  and  --  both  in 
a  business  context  but  also  in  a  general  scholarly  context.  Again,  I've  spent  most  of  my 
life,  over  the  last  decade  or  so,  involved  in  both  academic  endeavors  but  also  business 
endeavors.  And  so  I  was  - 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Well,  Mr.  Page,  I  guess  I'm  trying  to  understand,  in  2016  you 
didn't  have  any  sources  of  income  other  than  passive  investments,  you  were  no  longer 
affiliated  with  the  campaign,  and  a  month  following  the  election  you  traveled  over  to 
Russia  on  your  own  dime.  Is  that  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  That's  correct.  And,  also,  please  bear  in  mind  --  yeah. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Mr.  Page  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  --  Dr.  Page,  were  you  seeking  business  in  Russia  in 
December  2016? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  was  interested  in  business,  yes,  and  also  potentially  - 

MR.  SWALWELL:  What  business  were  you  seeking  in  December  of  2016? 
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MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  anything  specific.  Again,  I  had  a  feeling  that 
eventually  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Well,  Dr.  Page,  surely  you  went  over  there  with  a  plan,  right? 

You  didn't  just  go  over  there  to  walk  around  and  to  find  a  "now  hiring"  sign  at  the  Red 
Square. 

MR.  PAGE:  I've  never  —  I'm  an  entrepreneur,  and  so  there's  no  "now  hiring." 

MR.  SWALWELL:  So  who  did  you  seek  out  in  December  2016? 

MR.  PAGE:  Part  of  the  issue  is,  when  the  death  threats  and  security  threats 
came  in  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  No,  Dr.  Page,  I  understand  the  history. 

MR.  PAGE:  Part  of  the  reason  I  went  there,  you  know,  it's  one  of  the  places  I  felt 
relatively  safer. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Who  was  protecting  you  there  to  make  you  feel  safe? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  haven't  received  any  death  threats  in  Russia. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Who  was  protecting  you  in  Russia  that  made  you  feel  safe? 

MR.  PAGE:  No  one  is  protecting  me.  There's  just  --  I've  never  been  threatened 
in  Russia.  I've  been  threatened  on  multiple  occasions  in  the  United  States  following  in  the 
wake  of  the  dodgy  dossier  and  the  trolls  that  sort  of  spun  up  this  false  story  about  me. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  So,  Dr.  Page,  let  me  back  up.  The  dossier  was  released  in 
January  2017.  Is  that  right? 

MR.  PAGE:  Correct. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  And  you're  telling  us  that  in  December  2016  you  went  to 
Moscow  because  you  were  afraid  of  a  dossier  that  would  be  released  a  month  later.  Is 
that  right? 

MR.  PAGE:  That's  incorrect.  As  I  alluded  to  in  my  opening  statement,  the  first 
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time  the  information  from  the  dodgy  dossier  was  used  was  a  personal  attack  against  me  in 
September  2016  in  news  articles,  including  one  from  the  U.S.  Government's  propaganda 
agency  funded  by  the  Broadcasting  Board  of  Governors,  Radio  Free  Europe/Radio  Liberty, 
and  other ~ 

MR.  SWALWELL:  So,  Dr.  Page  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  --  some  other  private  media  organizations  that  did  tremendous  harm, 
including  putting  my  life  at  risk  for  domestic  terrorist  threats. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  which  individuals  --  who  did  you  meet  with  in 
December  2016  in  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  met  with  some  scholars  from -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Names. 

MR.  PAGE:  -- New  Economic  School.  I  can't  remember  the  full  list  of  names.  I 
did  meet  Shlomo  Weber  again.  And  I  mentioned  that  Mr.  Dvorkovich  stopped  by.  And 
there  was  one  old  person  I  had  previously  worked  with  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Name? 

MR.  PAGE:  --  from  Gazprom  named 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Can  you  spell  that? 

mr.  page:  Yes.  so 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Who  else  did  you  meet  with? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  didn't  -- 1  had  a  brief  lunch  with  Andrey  Baranov  as  well. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Who  else? 

MR.  PAGE:  There  was  a  bank  analyst  there  as  well. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  What  was  that  person's  name? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  definitively  recall  his  name  right  now. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Which  bank? 
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MR.  PAGE:  Can  we  redact  this? 

MR.  SWALWELL:  No. 

MR.  PAGE:  The  problem  is,  again,  I  don't  want  to  get  people  in  —  it  was  a  general 
discussion  about  not  much,  right?  So  I  don't  want  to  get  people  in  trouble. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  you  traveled  from  the  United  States  to  Russia  a  month 
after  an  election  that  the  Russians  interfered  with,  and  you  met  with  individuals  from  a 
bank.  I  would  disagree  that  that  is  not  much.  So  who  did  you  meet  with  and  which 
bank? 

MR.  PAGE:  He  never  asked  for  any  --  there  was  never  any  offer  --  he  was  an  old 
friend  who  I  had  known  for  some  time. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Okay.  What  was  the  old  friend's  name? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  would  respectfully  request  that  this  information  be  redacted.  I  will 
tell  you  that  information,  but  I  know  that  they've  said  --  particularly  given  the  controversies 
and  based  on  the  dodgy  dossier  about  me,  that  to  have  their  name  out  there  is  going  to  be, 
you  know  --  similar  to  the  extraordinary  career  risk  and  career  damage  that  I've  had,  this 
may  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Chair,  I  would  ask  that  you  order  the  witness  to  answer  the 
question  and  provide  the  name. 

MR.  ROONEY:  [Presiding.]  The  witness  will  provide  the  name. 

MR.  PAGE:  Can  we  keep  it  off  the  record? 

I'm  sure,  Mr.  Chairman,  when  you  hear  the  details,  there's  --  to  destroy  someone's 
career  based  on  nothing,  a  conversation  that  was  very  generic  amongst  a  couple  of  old 
friends,  I  think  is  a  very  strong  penalty  on  an  individual.  I  can  say  that  from  firsthand 
experience,  given  the  much  worse  experience  that  I've  had. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  And,  Mr.  Chair,  I  would  submit,  the  request  for  this  hearing  to  be 
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public  was  made  at  the  request  of  the  witness. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Right.  And  I  don't  think  that  anybody  here  is  trying  to  destroy 
anybody's  career.  I  think  that  — 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  you  will  do  that,  Mr.  Chairman.  Or  there's  a  risk  that  that 
might  happen,  you  know,  particularly  given  the  controversies  right  now. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Are  we  talking  about  the  name  of  a  Russian  national  that  Dr.  Page 
met  with? 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Then  there's  no  basis  to  exclude  that. 

MR.  PAGE:  He's  someone  from  a  U.S.  bank,  and  so  U.S.  banks  are  -- 1  can  assure 
you,  are  quite  concerned  about  these  controversies. 

MR.  ROONEY:  I  think  that  if  -  after  we  have  this  hearing,  if  we  would  meet  with 
the  minority  and  determine  if,  you  know,  that  injury  would,  in  fact,  happen,  you  know, 
certainly,  you  know,  we  would  weigh  that.  But  I  think  that  Mr.  Swalwell's  question  is  in 
order. 

And  I  think  that,  you  know,  barring  any  evidence  that  we  find  after  the  hearing  that 
would  provide  to  the  contrary,  with  regard  to  injury  or  damage  to  his  name  or  reputation, 
we're  trying  to,  obviously,  get  to  the  bottom  of  --  and,  Eric,  we're  going  to  yield  again,  so 
I'm  not  filibustering  your  time. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  No.  I  gotcha. 

MR.  ROONEY:  We'll  certainly  take  that  under  advisement,  your  concern,  before 
it's  released  publicly. 

But  I  think  that,  you  know,  for  the  sake  of  us  being  able  to  move  this  investigation 
forward,  that  we  should  hear  the  person's  name. 

MR.  PAGE:  Okay.  I  will  give  you  that  information.  I  will  also  just  note  that 
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there  has  been  -- 1  am  now,  like,  a  domestic  and  international  pariah,  given  the  false 
allegations  from  the  dodgy  dossier.  So  adding  someone  else's  name  related  to  that  is  -- 1 
would  respectfully  request  that  you  --  you  know,  again  going  back  to  the  concept  of  my 
speech,  which  I've  lived  on  throughout  my  life,  if  you  respect  other  individuals,  they  will 
respect  you. 

This  individual's  name,  who  I  will  tell  you  now,  is  a  person  who  has  always  been  a 
kind  individual  and  someone  who  certainly  has  never  asked  anything  which  is  — 

MR.  SWALWELL:  What's  the  name,  Dr.  Page? 

MR.  PAGE:  He  is  a  bank  analyst  at  Bank  of 

America/Merrill  Lynch.  And  I  had  previously  --  when  I  was  in  -  I  knew  him  from  Moscow 
when  I  was  at  the  bank.  So  - 

MR.  ROONEY:  We've  gone  over  this  30  minutes.  I  was  going  to  ask  the  witness  if 
he  needs  a  break  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  I  want  to  help  just -- 

MR.  ROONEY:  -- or  if  we  can  keep  going  forward. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  want  to  help  you  to  the  best  I  can. 

MR.  ROONEY:  I  understand,  but  - 

MR.  PAGE:  And  I  know  you  have  a  meeting  at  2  o'clock,  so  I  don't  need  a  break. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Okay. 

MR.  PAGE:  I'm  a  marathon  runner.  I  have  endurance.  And  I've  -- 

MR.  ROONEY:  Well,  I'm  not. 

MR.  PAGE:  Any  pain  I've  been  through  in  this  committee  is  minuscule  compared 
to  the  dodgy-dossier-inflicted  destruction  on  my  life.  So  I'm  happy  --  this  is  an  absolute 
pleasure,  and  I'm  happy  to  help  out. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Hopefully  this  is  not  considered  a  painful  experience,  but  - 
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MR.  PAGE:  It's  not.  And  I  respect  -  your  committee  has  been  respectful  to 
me  --  and,  again,  I  think  --  relative  to  others.  So  I  want  --  again,  the  reason  I'm  here  is  to 
help  you  out  in  any  way  as  possible. 

And  I  think  the  reality  of  this  situation  is  just  so  outrageous,  you  know,  what  started 
in  September  2016  and  before  that  about  me,  based  on  this,  you  know,  opposition 
research  document,  which  was  paid  for  by  some  of  the  richest  people  in  America,  against 
this,  you  know,  as  Congressman  Swalwell  correctly  alluded  to,  pretty  small  fish  whose  life 
has  been  deeply  disrupted  and  is  now  living  on  personal  savings. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Understood. 

Without  objection,  the  chair  and  the  ranking  member  will  be  permitted  to  question 
the  witness  for  an  additional  30  minutes  each  and  may  yield  to  other  members  at  their 
discretion. 

Mr.  Swalwell. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Thank  you,  Chairman. 

Dr.  Page,  where  did  you  meet^^^^^f  is  it  a  male  or  female? 

MR.  PAGE:  He's  a  man. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Male.  Where  did  you  meet 

MR.  PAGE:  At  a  restaurant. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Which  restaurant? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  the  name  of  it. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Who  else  joined  you? 

MR.  PAGE:  Mr.  Baranov. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  What  did  you  talk  about? 

MR.  PAGE:  We  talked  about  -- 1  was  actually  getting  ready  to  --  again,  it  was  two 
old  friends.  I  had  known  -- 
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MR.  SWALWELL:  I  understand  who  was  there,  Dr.  Page. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  My  direct  question  to  you  and  the  direct  answer  I  want  is,  what 
did  you  discuss? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah.  We  talked  about  general  markets  and  also -- you  know,  I  was 
planning  to  give  a  speech,  you  know,  for  New  Economic  School  and  the  media  the  following 
day,  and  so  I  asked  them  for  some  thoughts  about  my  speech. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  you  talk  about  the  2016  election  that  had  just  happened  a 
month  earlier? 

MR.  PAGE:  They  expressed  general  --  yeah,  it  came  up,  and  they  expressed 
general  interest  in  it.  And  I  told  them  my  general  perspectives  as  someone  whose  life  had 
been  disrupted  3  months  earlier.  So  - 

MR.  SWALWELL:  So  the  election  was  discussed,  yes. 

MR.  PAGE:  In  general  terms.  But  nothing  that  was  discussed  related  to  the 
election  showed  --  for  those  two  individuals  who  were  participating  in  that  lunch,  they  had 
no  ill  intent  or  showed  having  --  they  - 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  the  question  was,  the  election  was  discussed,  yes, 
correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  Broadly,  in  passing,  based  on  public  information  and  nothing  nefarious 
in  any  way. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  you  receive  any  documents  during  this  lunch? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  believe -- no.  I'm  almost  positive  I  did  not. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  you  present  any  documents  to  Mr.  Baranov  or 
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MR.  SWALWELL:  Yes  or  no. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  - 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Yes  or  no,  Dr.  Page? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  showed  them  my  speech,  or  showed  them  some  slides  from  my 

speech. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  So  you  had  a  laptop  with  you? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Okay.  And  you  showed  them  your  laptop? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  You  mentioned  an^J  that  you  had  met  with? 

MR.  PAGE:  yes.  For  the  same  reason,  I  would  ask,  you  know  --  he's 

someone  --  he's  just  a  good  --  someone  who's  never  --  always  been  kind  and  professional 
with  me,  and  I  would  prefer  that  his  name  not  be  dragged  -- 
MR.  SWALWELL:  Where  did  you  meetU? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  we  had  a  lunch  as  well. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Where  was  the  lunch? 

MR.  PAGE:  It  was  at  a  --  there's  a  chain  of  steakhouses  there.  I  believe  it  was  at 
Goodman's  Steakhouse. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Who  paid  for  the  lunch? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  we  split  it. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Okay.  Was  anyone  else  with  you? 

MR.  PAGE:  Which  we  --  again,  we're  old  friends. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  that's  enough. 

MR.  PAGE:  So  we  split  it,  yeah. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Was  there  anyone  else  with  you  with U? 
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MR.  PAGE:  No,  it  was  just  the  two  of  us. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  So  you  mentioned  you  met  withH|,  you  met  with 
Mr.  Baranov,  on  that  trip.  Anyone  else? 

MR.  PAGE:  but  - 

MR.  SWALWELL:  |j[[^ | 

MR.  PAGE:  --  hopefully  that's  redacted  anyway.  But,  yeah. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Anyone  else  that  you  met  with  on  that  trip,  other  than  those 
three  individuals? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  mentioned  the  people  from  the  university. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Okay.  Anyone  other  than  those  individuals? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  gave  a  speech,  and  there  were  some  people  from  the  university  and 
journalists  there,  so  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Were  you  paid  for  the  speech? 

MR.  PAGE:  Zero.  I've  never  been  paid  for  any  speech  in  Moscow.  Other 
people  may  be  paid.  I've  never  been. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  that's  fine.  If  the  answer  is  no  -- 
MR.  PAGE:  It's  a  complete  no.  Never. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  How  many  nights  did  you  stay  in  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  Approximately  six  or  so. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Was  it  direct  transit  back  to  the  United  States,  or  did  you  stay 
anywhere  else  before  you  came  back? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall.  There  may  have  been  a  connecting  flight.  Again, 

I'm  - 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Well,  I  mean,  did  you  -- 1  expect  that  you  might  have  connected. 
MR.  PAGE:  Oh,  yeah,  I  did  go  to  a  conference  in  London,  I  believe,  either  before  or 
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after.  Yeah. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  And  this  was  in  December? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Okay.  When  you  were  in  London,  did  you  meet  with  any 
Russian  nationals? 

MR.  PAGE:  This  is  another  example  of  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Yes  or  no,  Dr.  Page. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  did  and  — 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Who? 

MR.  PAGE:  This  is  -- 1  met  with  a  person  who  has  been  --  whose  life  has  also  been 
interrupted. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  again,  this  is  a  month  after  the  election.  You  went  to 
Russia,  then  to  London,  and  then  back  to  the  United  States. 

MR.  PAGE:  I'm  not  sure.  It  may  have  been  London,  then -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  And  at  the  stop  in  London,  you  met  with  a  Russian  national. 
Who  did  you  meet  with? 

MR.  PAGE:  An  international  advisory  board  member  of  my  firm,  Mr.  Sergey 
Yatsenko. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  How  do  you  spell  his  last  name? 

MR.  PAGE:  Y-a-t-s-e-n-k-o. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Where  did  you  meet  with  Mr.  Yatsenko? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  specifics. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Why  did  you  meet  with  Mr.  Yatsenko? 

MR.  PAGE:  We  were  also  looking  at  some  opportunities  in  Kazakhstan. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  What  kind  of  opportunities? 
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MR.  PAGE:  They  were  in  the  process  of  -- 
M  R.  SWALWELL:  Who's  they? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  -- 1  believe  it's  called  Samruk  Kazyna. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Can  you  spell  that? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  it's  something  along  the  lines  of  S-a-m-r-u-k  K-a-z-y-n-a. 

I  have  worked  on  a  number  of  private  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  there's  no  question. 

So  what  was  the  purpose  of  meeting  with  Mr.  Yatsenko? 

MR.  PAGE:  He's  an  old  friend.  He's  an  old  friend  and  a  colleague. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  And  it  sounds  like  there  was  some  business  that  was  being 
discussed? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes,  yeah.  Like  I  mentioned,  the  Kazakhstan  privatization  process. 
MR.  SWALWELL:  Where  did  you  meet? 

MR.  PAGE:  We  had  a-- 1  can't  recall  exactly  because  I  spend  a  fair  amount  of  time 
in  London,  and  so  I  can't  recall  that  trip.  But  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  How  many  nights  did  you  stay  in  London? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  exactly,  probably  around  -- 
MR.  SWALWELL:  Was  it  more  than  one? 

MR.  PAGE:  --three.  Yeah,  it  was  probably  more  than  one. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Was  it  more  than  five? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  Probably  somewhere  between  one  and  five. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Who  paid  for  you  to  go  to  London? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  paid  for  everything.  Yes. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Where  did  you  stay? 

MR.  PAGE:  At  some  hotel.  I  can't  recall  exactly. 


UNCLASSIFIED 


UNCLASSIFIED 


129 


MR.  SWALWELL:  Is  there  a  hotel  that  you  always  stay  at  when  you're  in  London? 
MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  You  said  that  there  was  a  hotel  you  always  stay  at  when  you're 
in  Russia. 

MR.  PAGE:  And  part  of  the  reason  -  I  don't  stay  at  --  particularly  in  the  U.S., 
particularly  given  the  terrorist  threats  against  me  -- 
MR.  SWALWELL:  Okay.  Dr.  Page  - 
MR.  PAGE:  -- 1  move  my  location  frequently. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  --  again,  I'm  going  to  ask  you  to  just  stick  to  the  question. 

So  who  else  was  present  when  you  met  with  Mr.  Yatsenko  in  London? 

MR.  PAGE:  We  met  with  a  few  people. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  How  many  people? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  had  a  meeting  with  the  Ambassador. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Which  ambassador? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  Kazakh  Ambassador  to  the  U.K. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Who  else  was  there? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  — 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  the  Ambassador  have  an  aide? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah,  I  believe  he  had  an  aide. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  So  I  count  so  far  you,  Mr.  Yatsenko,  the  Ambassador,  and  an 
aide.  That's  four  people.  Were  there  any  additional  persons? 

MR.  PAGE:  There  may  have  been.  I  can't  recall.  They're  the  most,  you 
know  --  they  were  classmates  in  university. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Classmates  of  who? 

MR.  PAGE:  Mr.  Yatsenko  and  the  Ambassador. 
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MR.  SWALWELL:  Was  the  election  of  2016  in  the  United  States  discussed  at  all? 

MR.  PAGE:  Just  general  sentiment,  general  information  that  was  in  the  news. 
Nothing  beyond  that. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  they  know  that  you  had  been  a  foreign  policy  adviser  for  the 
Trump  campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  main  thing  they  knew -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Yes  or  no. 

MR.  PAGE:  They  knew  it  because  it  was  in  the  news,  in  this  false  news  and  these 
defamatory  reports.  They  knew  that  --  that  was  the  main  reason  why  they  knew  it,  and 
that  was  the  main  focus  in  that  context  of  the  discussions. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  How  long  did  the  meeting  last? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Was  it  more  than  an  hour? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Was  it  more  than  30  minutes? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  think  so. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Was  it  breakfast,  lunch,  or  dinner? 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  you  know,  with  Sergey,  we  may  have  had  multiple  meetings. 
Again,  he's  an  old  friend.  I  can't  -  like  you  couldn't  remember,  you  know,  how  many 
hours  you  met  with  your  old  friends  in  last  December  as  well. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Was  the  meeting  spoken  in  Russian  or  English? 

MR.  PAGE:  Mostly  English,  perhaps  some  Russian.  I  try  to  practice  my  Russian 
when  I  can. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  Mr.  Yatsenko  speak  Russian? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall. 
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MR.  SWALWELL:  How  about  the  Kazakh  Ambassador? 

MR.  PAGE:  English.  English. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  What  business  was  discussed  in  this  meeting? 

MR.  PAGE:  Privatization  process.  There  was  a  process  of  privatization  now  going 
on  in  Kazakhstan.  And  that's  what  I  had  worked  on  in  my  years  in  Russia,  is  the 
privatization  process  in  Russia. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Where  was  Mr.  Yatsenko  living  at  the  time? 

MR.  PAGE:  London.  He  has  not  been  back  to  Russia  for  many  years. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Have  you  ever  met  Mr.  Yatsenko  in  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  We  --  he  was  originally  — 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Yes  or  no. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes.  Many  years  ago.  Not  in  the  last  4  years  at  least,  probably 

longer. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Was  that  the  first  time  you  had  met  the  Kazakhstan 
Ambassador? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  the  exact  first  time,  but  no. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  How  many  times -- 
MR.  PAGE:  It  may  have  been,  yeah. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  How  many  times  prior  to  this  meeting  had  you  met  with  the 
Kazakhstan  Ambassador? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  More  than  five? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  probably,  in  total,  met  with  him  about  three  or  four  times.  I  can't 
recall  the  exact  distribution  of  those  meetings. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Have  you  ever  met  the  Ambassador  for  Kazakhstan  to 
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London  --  try  and  follow  this  --  well,  first,  what's  his  name?  That  will  be  easier. 

MR.  PAGE:  See,  my  life  has  been  so  - 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Well,  have  you  met  this  individual  in  Russia  before? 

MR.  PAGE:  Never,  no.  The  Kazakh?  No,  never. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  What  followup - 

MR.  PAGE:  The  only  contact -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  there's  no  question. 

What  followup  from  this  meeting  has  occurred? 

MR.  PAGE:  Nothing  has  occurred  because  all  of  --  because  of  this  terrible  situation 
I'm  in.  They  don't  want  to  do  any  --  you  know,  I  was  looking  to  do  some  help  on  a 
privatization  process,  similar  to  a  privatization  process  I've  worked  in  the  past.  Given  this 
trolling  by  state-owned  media  from  the  U.S.  and  these  false  allegations  from  the  dodgy 
dossier  - 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  who  - 

MR.  PAGE:  --  there  is  no  business  currently  in  consideration. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  who  else  did  you  meet  with  in  London? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  who  I  met  with. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Is  it  accurate  to  say  that  the  only  meeting  you  took  was  this 
meeting  with  Mr.  Yatsenko  and  the  Kazakhstan  Ambassador  to  the  U.K.? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  As  I  previously  mentioned  to  you,  I  was  also  attending  a 
conference  at  the  time. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  What  other  Russian  nationals  did  you  meet  with  in  London  in 
December  2016? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  any  Russian  individuals. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Were  there  more  than  just  Mr.  Yatsenko? 
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MR.  PAGE:  There's  a  lot  of  Russians  in  London,  and  there  may  have  been  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  That  you  met  with? 

MR.  PAGE:  There  may  have  been  --  it  was  a  large  energy  conference  that  I 
attended,  and  there  may  have  been  some  Russians  there. 

Similar  to  everything  I've  told  you  from  the  very  beginning,  which  is  the  absolute 
truth,  nothing  nefarious  was  ever  discussed  with  any  of  them,  ever,  not  only  in  the  last 
couple  years,  throughout  any  time  in  my  life,  which  is  really,  unfortunately  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  So,  Dr.  Page,  other  than  the  meeting  you  had  with  Dr.  Yatsenko 
and  the  Kazakhstan  Ambassador  - 

MR.  PAGE:  He's  not  a  doctor.  He's  just  a  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  other  than  the  meeting  you  had  with  Mr.  Yatsenko  and 
the  Kazakhstan  Ambassador,  your  testimony  to  our  committee  under  oath  is  that  you  did 
not  meet  with  or  speak  to  another  Russian  national  in  London. 

MR.  PAGE:  My  testimony  was  just  that  there  may  have  been  some  Russians  in  the 
conference  that  I  attended,  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  specific  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  So  outside  of -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Again,  there  were  thousands  of  people,  and  in  Russia 
probably  --  there's  a  pretty  good  percentage  of  people  that  are  Russian.  So  --  and 
particularly  in  an  energy  context,  a  lot  of  Russians.  So  I  would  bet  money  that  there  were 
probably  some  Russians. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  So,  Dr.  Page,  outside  of  the  Russians  who  may  have  been  at  the 
conference,  your  testimony  to  this  committee  is  that  the  only  Russian  nationals  you  met 
with  in  London  in  December  2016  was  Mr.  Yatsenko  in  the  meeting  with  Kazakhstan's 
Ambassador. 

MR.  PAGE:  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  that's  the  case. 
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MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  you  go  anywhere  after  London? 

Did  you  come  back  to  the  United  States? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Other  than  your  trip  to  ~  your  two  trips  to  Russia  and  your  trip 
to  London,  did  you  have  any  other  meetings  in  2016  in  a  foreign  land  with  Russian 
nationals? 

MR.  PAGE:  In  2016? 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Yes. 

So  we  talked  about  July  2016. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  We  talked  about  December  2016.  Any  other  trips  in  2016 
where  you  met  with,  not  people  who  could  have  been,  may  have  been,  might  have  been  at 
a  conference,  people  who  you  spoke  with  eye-to-eye  in  a  foreign  land? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  no  direct  recollection  of  any  of  that.  No.  Nothing. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  When  you  told  Senator  Sessions  that  you  were  headed  to  Russia, 
this  was  July  2016.  Is  that  right? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  I  believe  that  was  June. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  It  was  in  June  2016? 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  no,  it  was,  again,  the  week  before,  yeah. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  And,  at  this  point,  the  first  tranche  of  hacked  emails  had  become 
public,  is  that  right,  in  the  2016  election? 

MR.  PAGE:  What  was  the  date?  I'm  sorry. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  So  when  --  you  went  to  the  Capitol  Hill  Club  at  the  end  of 
June  2016,  yes? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 
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MR.  SWALWELL:  At  this  point,  it  is  npw  public  that  DNC  emails  have  been  hacked 
and  that  Russia  is  accused  of  doing  the  hacking. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  the  exact  timing.  Again,  it  was  just  things  in  the  news 
and  things  I  had  nothing  to  do  with,  so  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  But  you  knew  enough  that  going  to  Russia  might  cause  some 
problems  because  Russia  and  its  connection  to  Donald  Trump  was  of  some  controversy. 

Is  that  right? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  didn't  foresee  any  problems,  because  I  never  could  have  imagined 
how  extraordinarily  false  the  allegations  ended  up  being.  So  I  did  not  foresee  any 
problems. 

And  I  also  was  very  careful  to  be  as  benign  and  as,  you  know  --  not  --  to  go  out  of 
my  way  to  not  create  problems,  right,  particularly  because,  you  know  --  because,  again,  I'm 
a  private  citizen  and  I  don't  want  to  create  any  unnecessary  controversy.  And  I  could 
never  have  imagined  this  controversy,  which  was  based  on  complete  falsehoods. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  did  Senator  Sessions  advise  you  not  to  go  to  Russia 
when  you  told  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  He  advised  nothing.  It  was  a  brief  mention  in  passing  about 
my  --  you  know,  "I'm  glad  I  could  stop  by  this  dinner  because  I'm  getting  ready  to  head 
overseas." 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Were  the  hacked  Clinton  or  Podesta  emails  ever  discussed  when 
you  were  in  Russia  in  July  2016  by  anyone  you  talked  to? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  no  recollection  of  that,  no. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  How  about  in  December  2016?  Yes  or  no. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  believe  so.  Again,  it  was  in  the  news.  So,  just  like  tax  policy 
may  have  come  up,  you  know,  in  conversations  on  Capitol  Hill,  there  may  be  --  you  know, 
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someone  may  have  mentioned  something  about  it.  But  I  have  no  recollection.  And 
certainly  no  conversations  related  to  any  direct  activity,  because  I  obviously  had  no  activity. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  There's  been  some  talk  in  your  testimony  today  about  the 
dossier,  and  I  just  want  to  now  go  through  it. 

MR.  PAGE:  Great. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  you  ever  speak  in  2016,  electronically  or  orally  -- 
MR.  SCHIFF:  Mr.  Swalwell,  would  you  yield  for  a  moment  -- 
MR.  SWALWELL:  I  would  yield. 

MR.  SCMIFF:  -  before  you  go  through  that  in  greater  detail,  just  before  we  leave 


the  trips. 

Dr.  Page,  you  mentioned  meeting  with  an 
MR.  PAGE: 

MR.  SCHIFF: 

MR.  PAGE: 

MR.  SCHIFF: 

MR.  PAGE: 

MR.  SCHIFF: 

MR.  PAGE: 

MR.  SCHIFF: 

MR.  PAGE: 

instances  is  the  Goodman's  Steakhouse.  So  it  may  have  been  the  same  location.  If  not 
then,  then  --  I've  probably  had  50  dinners  with  him  over  the  years.  Again,  even  -- 1 
worked  with  him  -  he  was  a  client  of  mine  back  at  Merrill  when  I  was  living  there  in  2004. 
So  it's  hard  for  me  to  say  exactly  where. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  what  does  he  do  for  Gazprom? 


Well,  you  mentioned^J.  Maybe  I  have  the  wrong^J. 
Nagovitsyn,  mmH. 

And  what  ismm^|  position? 

He  is  a  --  he's  had  various  roles  within  Gazprom. 

And  did  you  meet  with  him  in  December  alone  or  in  July  as  well? 

I  believe  both  times. 

And  when  you  met  with  him  in  July,  where  did  you  meet  with  him? 
It  may  have  been  --  the  only  place  that  comes  to  mind  in  both 
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MR.  PAGE:  He's  had  various  positions  over  time,  but  he  used  to  be,  similarly,  in 
the  investor  relations  team. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  he's  investor  relations  for  Gazprom. 

MR.  PAGE:  Previously  was,  but  not  anymore.  Uh-huh. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Was  he  when  you  met  with  him  in  July? 


MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  What  was  his  position  in  July? 

MR.  PAGE:  There  is  a  --  see,  I  can't  say,  because  he's  shifted  around  at  various 
points,  and  he's  in  a  new  position  again.  But  there  was  -  at  times,  he's  --  at  some  point, 
he  had  been  in  an  investment  project  group. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  he  have  any  affiliation  with  Rosneft? 

MR.  PAGE:  Gazprom  and  Rosneft  are  like  cross-town  rivals.  It's  like  the  Mets 
and  the  Yankees.  So  they're  two  big  companies,  and  often,  as  two  of  the  --  just  like  two 
large  companies,  you  know,  ExxonMobil  and  Chevron,  a  lot  of  people  in  ExxonMobil  and 
Chevron  may  know  various  people  in  the  two  respective  organizations,  but  if  you're 
cross-town  rivals,  you're  not  really -- 
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[1:55  p.m.J 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  he  wasn't  working  at  all  with  Rosneft  then  when  you  met  him  in 

July? 

MR.  PAGE:  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  no.  But,  again,  it's  the  largest  Russian 
oil  company,  so  there  may  be  some  loose  affiliation  and  I'm  just,  you  know  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  when  you  met  with  Mr.  Baranov,  you  met  with  him  in  July  and 
you  had  lunch  with  him  in  December.  Is  that  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  at  either  meeting,  did  you  discuss  a  potential  sale  of  a 
percentage  of  Rosneft? 

MR.  PAGE:  There  was  --  again,  it  was  in  the  news  in  each  instance.  And  it  goes 
back  to  the  point  I  was  telling  you  earlier  about  publicly  available  information.  There  was 
talks  about  --  and  I  can't  remember  when  exactly,  because  I  don't  follow  Rosneft.  It's  not 
really  a  major  focus  of  mine. 

But  there  was  a  deal  that  was  in  the  works  for  some  time,  which  I  had  nothing  to  do 
with  ever  and  never  pitched  and  he  never  pitched  to  me,  but  that  may  --  that  definitely  --  it 
definitely  came  up  in  the  second  meeting  or  in  the  second  --  you  know,  at  the  lunch  in 
December,  because  it  was  in  the  news.  It  was  one  of  the  big  headlines,  that  this  deal  had 
just  occurred,  which  I  had  nothing  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  you - 

MR.  PAGE:  --  nothing  to  do  with  whatsoever. 

And,  again,  it's  an  investor  relations  person.  He  talks  about  things  that  are  in  the 
market.  You  know,  this  is  a  major  market  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  in  July,  did  you  discuss  with  him  the  potential  sale  of  a  significant 
percentage  of  Rosneft? 
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MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  believe  so.  He  may  have  mentioned  it  in  passing.  I  can't 
remember  the  exact  timing  of  when  that  became  public  information.  There  were 
definitely  rumors  of  it  in  the  early  part  of  the  summer. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  in - 

MR.  PAGE:  There  was  never  any  discussion  of  any  --  my  involvement  in  that  deal 
in  any  way,  shape,  or  form.  And,  again,  the  meeting  in  July  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page - 

MR.  PAGE:  --  was  a  --  we  were  at  a  soccer  game,  and  so  we  were  watching  the 
soccer  game. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  this  is  my  specific  question:  Did  you  or  did  you  not  discuss 
with  Mr.  Baranov  in  July  a  potential  sale  of  a  significant  percentage  of  Rosneft? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  any  discussion. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you  may  have,  but  you  don't  recall. 

MR.  PAGE:  He  may  have  briefly  mentioned  it  when  we  were  looking  up  from  this 
Portugal  --  Ronaldo,  whoever  the  --  you  know,  the  goals  that  are  being  scored.  That  may 
have  come  up.  But  I  have  no  definitive  recollection  of  that.  And,  certainly,  what  never 
came  up,  certainly,  was  my  involvement  in  any  —  that  type  of  a  transaction. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  you  ever  express  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  It's  inconceivable. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  ever  express  support  for  the  idea  of  lifting  U.S.  sanctions  on 
Russia  with  Mr.  Baranov? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not -- not  directly.  Not  directly. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  discuss  it  indirectly  with  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  Again,  my  view  is  --  you  know,  I've  written  about  this  previously,  you 

know  -- 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  I'm  not  asking  about  your  writings. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  You  said  that  you  may  have  discussed  the  sale  of  part  of  Rosneft  with 
Mr.  Baranov  in  July. 

MR.  PAGE:  He  may  have  mentioned  it  to  me.  I  had  no  discussions. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  He  may  have  mentioned  it  to  you. 

MR.  PAGE:  In  passing,  uh-huh. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  In  passing.  And  you  may  have  discussed  or  mentioned  in  passing 
your  support  for  lifting  sanctions  on  Russia. 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  no  direct  support.  Again,  sanctions  may  have  come  up,  which  I 
thought  was  your  --  did  the  topic  of  sanctions  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Okay.  So  you  may  have  discussed  sanctions  and  you  may  have 
discussed  the  sale  of  a  part  of  Rosneft  with  him. 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  no.  He  may  have  mentioned  the  sale  of  Rosneft  if  it  was  in  the 
market  at  the  time.  But  what  he  didn't  --  there  was  no  definitive  discussions  about 
sanctions,  and  certainly  no  --  not  even  conceivable  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I'm  not  asking  if  there  were  definitive,  Dr.  Page,  but  you  seem  to  be 
indicating  that  you  may  have  had  some  discussion  of  sanctions  and  you  may  have  had 
some  discussion  of  the  sale  of  a  part  of  Rosneft  with  the  head  of  investor  relations  for 
Rosneft,  Mr.  Baranov.  Is  that  right? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  --  if  I  look  back  14  months,  if  I'm  looking  back  today  14  months 
from  now,  did  someone  I  talked  to  in  Washington,  did  we  discuss  tax  policy?  Perhaps. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  that's  a  very -- 

MR.  PAGE:  But  at  that  level,  at  that  level  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  -  evasive  answer  to  a  simple  question. 
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MR.  PAGE:  Yeah.  No  serious  discussions  about  anything -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  But  you  may  have  had  discussions  that  you  wouldn't  characterize  as 
serious? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  topic  --just  like  someone  may  have  mentioned  tax  policy  in 
November  2017  in  Washington,  there  may  have  been  an  analogous  brief  mention  in 
Moscow  in  July  2016.  Briefly,  yeah. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Mr.  Swalwell. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Thank  you. 

In  July  2016,  when  you  were  in  Russia,  may  there  have  been  a  brief  discussion, 
analogous  to  a  discussion  on  tax  policy,  of  hacked  Hillary  Clinton  emails? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  So  you  clearly  remember  that  that  was  not  discussed. 

MR,  PAGE:  I  --  nothing  --  again,  the  -- 1  can't  recall  when  that  really  was  in  the 
major  news,  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  that.  I  have  no  recollection  of  that. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  And  in  December  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  What  I  know  for  certain  is  I  never  brought  anything  up  and  no  one 
ever  asked  me  anything  in  terms  of  proactive  specific  steps  related  to  sanctions.  Nothing 
even  remotely  related  to  the  allegations  in  the  January  6  DNI  report.  Nothing  even 
remotely  close  to  that. 

Again,  there  may  have  been  something  that  came  up,  you  know,  in  a  news  context. 
But  in  terms  of  any  direct  involvement  by  either  myself  or  anyone  I  spoke  with,  zero.  And 
I  can  say  that  definitively  beyond  a  doubt. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Thank  you,  Dr.  Page. 

Do  you  know  a  Mr.  Divyekin?  D-i-v-y-e-k-i-n. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  had  never  even  heard  the  name  until  it  was  in  the  -- 1  got  the 
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first  --  the  first  time  I  heard  his  name  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Do  you  know  a  person  named  Mr.  Divyekin?  Yes  or  no. 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  And  I  just  want  to  be  clear.  Do  you  know  an  individual  named 
mm?  Yes  or  no. 

MR.  PAGE:  The  name  vaguely  rings  a  bell  but  maybe  because  it  was  in  some  news 

report. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  I'm  asking  your  personal  knowledge. 

MR.  PAGE:  Personal  knowledge,  no. 

The  first  time  I  heard  of  Divyekin's  name  was  on  July  26,  2016,  when  a  reporter 
from  The  Wall  Street  Journal,  you  know,  asked  me  this  question  and  said  he  had  received 
information  that  --  he  said,  "We're  told  you  met  with  Igor  Sechin  during  your  Moscow  trip." 
And  then  he  went  on  to  say,  "We  are  also  told  you  recently  met  with  a  senior  Kremlin 
official"  - 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  it  was  a  yes-or-no  question.  I  appreciate  you 
answering  it. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes.  But  that  was  the  only  time  I  heard  his  name. 

MR.  SWALWEL1L:  Dr.  Page,  aside  from  direct  involvement  with  sanctions, 
regarding  your  conversation  with  Mr.  Schiff,  did  you  share  your  opinion  as  a  scholar  of  U.S. 
policy  of  sanctions  on  Russia  in  July  2016? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  no  recollection  of  that.  And  if  I  did,  it  would  have  been 
similarly  in  passing.  But  what  I  made  clear  is  I  have  no  position  on  that. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  how  about  in  December  2016,  did  you,  while  in  Russia, 
share  your  opinion  as  a  scholar  of  U.S.  policy  on  sanctions  in  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall. 
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MR.  SWALWELL:  So  you  might  have. 

MR.  PAGE:  Perhaps.  Again,  speaking  as  a  private  citizen,  as  I  had  all  along,  and 
never  offering  or  never  being  asked  anything  in  any  way,  shape,  or  form  related  to  the 
Trump  campaign  in  terms  of  that  particular  topic,  or  the  Trump,  you  know-- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  you  sign  a  nondisclosure  agreement  when  you  joined  the 
Trump  team? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes,  but  I  don't  have  a  copy  of  that,  as  I  mentioned. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  When  did  you  sign  that? 

MR.  PAGE:  Somewhere  around  in  March,  I  believe. 

MR.  ROONEY:  We're  going  to  take  a  5-minute  break. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Okay. 

[Recess.] 

MR.  ROONEY:  All  right.  Let's  go  back  in. 

Are  you  ready,  Dr.  Page? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes,  sir. 

MR.  ROONEY:  I  just  wanted  to  clarify.  You  had  said  something  along  the  lines  of 
2  o'clock.  We  did  have  a  2  o'clock - 

MR.  PAGE:  I  heard  we're  going  to  be  delayed.  I'm  fine. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Yeah.  Okay. 

MR.  PAGE:  However  long  -- 1  want  to  help  you  guys  however  I  can. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Right. 

MR.  PAGE:  Go  for  it.  I'm  ~ 

MR.  ROONEY:  And  hopefully  it's  not  as  long  as,  you  know,  conceivably  possible. 
MR.  PAGE:  Sure. 

MR.  ROONEY:  But  I  just  wanted  you  to  be  aware  that  that  is  -- 
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MR.  PAGE:  Thank  you  for  that. 

MR.  ROONEY:  And  then  we  have  votes.  And,  you  know,  if  you're  still  needed, 
we'll  come  back.  But  I  appreciate  you  -- 
MR.  PAGE:  I'm  happy  to  help. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Yes. 

MR.  PAGE:  And  I  think  it's  important  that  we  get  to  the  bottom  of  this  -- 
MR.  ROONEY:  I  agree. 

MR.  PAGE:  --  particularly  the  main  points  in  my  opening  statement. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Okay. 

MR.  PAGE:  Because  that  is  the  big  issue. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Gotcha. 

And  I  have  to  read  this  again,  right? 

Without  objection,  the  chair  and  the  ranking  member  will  be  permitted  to  question 
the  witness  for  an  additional  30  minutes  each  and  may  yield  to  other  members  at  their 
discretion. 

Mr.  Swalwell. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chair. 

Dr.  Page,  during  the  course  of  the  campaign,  did  you  ever  meet  Paul  Manafort? 

MR.  PAGE:  Never. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Have  you  ever  spoken  to  Paul  Manafort? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  never  spoken  to  Paul  Manafort. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Have  you  ever  electronically  communicated  with  Mr.  Manafort? 
MR.  PAGE:  There ™ 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Yes  or  no? 

MR.  PAGE:  Just  once,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 
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MR.  SWALWELL:  When  was  that? 

MR.  PAGE:  When  the  dodgy  dossier  articles  started  coming  out,  I  can't  remember 
exactly,  sometime  over  the  summer,  one  of  The  New  York  Times  reporters  sent  an  email  to 
him  and  me.  So  --  and  he  had  -- 1  think  what  had  happened,  to  the  best  of  my 
recollection,  is  he  was  asking  me  some  questions,  you  know,  related  to  the  campaign  stuff 
and  also,  I  believe,  kind  of  --  eventually,  the  same  reporter  asked  me  about,  sort  of,  the 
dodgy  dossier  accusations. 

But  when  he  asked  me  anything  campaign-related,  I'm  like,  I'm  an  informal,  you 
know,  junior  adviser;  if  you  have  questions,  you  know,  you  ought  to  ask  someone  senior  in 
the  campaign.  So  that's  how -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Going  back  to  that  NDA,  I  just  want  to  understand,  which 
campaign  official  asked  you  to  sign  it  in  March  2016? 

MR.  PAGE:  See,  I'm  not  comfortable  with  saying  that,  because  I  don't  know  the 
terms  of  that  agreement,  and  I  don't  want  to  create  any  problems  for  him.  So  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Mr.  Chairman,  can  you  order  the  witness  to  answer  the 
question? 

MR.  ROONEY:  Can  you  repeat  it? 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Which  campaign  official  asked  you  to  sign  the  nondisclosure 
agreement? 

MR.  ROONEY:  It's  a  routine  question  we've  been  asking  every  witness  that  has 
come  through,  so  I  don't  see  what  the  problem  with  that  is. 

MR.  PAGE:  But  the  only  problem  is  that  I  don't  know  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
my  NDA,  so  I  don't  want  to  violate  that,  because  I  never  got  a  copy  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Congress  trumps  the  NDA. 

MR.  ROONEY:  I  don't  know  about  that. 
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You  can  answer  the  question.  I  was  wrong. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  I  didn’t  mean  it - 

MR.  ROONEY:  No,  that's  fine.  That's  why  I  got  this  guy. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  should  answer  the  question,  yes? 

MR.  ROONEY:  Yes. 

MR.  PAGE:  Sam  Clovis. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  When  did  you  first  meet  Sam  Clovis? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  day  that  I  had  that  very  brief  interaction  with  Corey  Lewandowski 
when  he  was  doing  a  million  things.  He  says,  well,  sorry,  I'm  busy  --  you  know,  we  had  a 
brief  conversation.  He  said,  well,  I'm  busy,  let  me  introduce  you  to  Sam  Clovis,  who's 
sitting  --  and  he  was  sitting  in  the  next  room.  So  he  introduced  us,  and  then  we  had  a 
chat. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Was  that  at  Trump  Tower? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes,  it  was. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  What  did  Mr.  Clovis  ask  you  to  do? 

MR.  PAGE:  He  didn't  ask  me  to  do  anything,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection.  He 
was -- we  just  were  meeting  for  the  first  time  and -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  He  presented  you  with  an  NDA,  though? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  not  then.  Again,  that  was,  I  believe,  in  March. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  What  month  was  it  that  you  first  met  Mr.  Clovis? 

MR.  PAGE:  That  was  January,  that  first  meeting  with  Mr.  Lewandowski  in  early 
January. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  And  when  did  you  next  see  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  remember  the  exact  time,  but  we  had  meetings  from  time  to 
time,  or  I  got  - 
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MR.  SWALWELL:  How  many  meetings  did  you  have  with  Mr.  Clovis  before  he 
asked  you  to  sign  an  NDA? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  specifically.  There  might  not  have  been  any.  I 
remember  I  had  a  phone  call  with  him  at  some  point,  but  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Where  were  you  when  he  asked  you  to  sign  the  NDA? 

MR.  PAGE:  We  were  having  breakfast  in  northern  Virginia. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Where? 

MR.  PAGE:  One  of  the  hotels  out,  sort  of  -  I  get  -  sort  of  north.  I'm  not  a 
northern  Virginia  person,  but  it's  somewhere,  kind  of  Falls  Church  area.  I  don't  recall 
exactly. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Who  else  was  with  you? 

MR.  PAGE:  Just  the  two  of  us. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Was  the  meeting  at  his  request  or  yours? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall,  but  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  How  did  the  NDA  come  up? 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  he  said  that  we're  in  the  process  of  putting  together  this 
committee  --  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  we're  in  the  process  of  putting  this  committee, 
and,  you  know,  you  can  be  a  part  of  it,  and  this  is  an  NDA  which  is  part  of  that. 

I  don't  recall.  Again,  it  was  a  year  and  a  half  ago,  and  the  world  has  changed 
completely  for  me  between  now  and  then,  so  I  don't  -- 1  don't  recall  specifics,  but  words  to 
that  effect. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  Mr.  Clovis  tell  you  whether  anyone  else  was  involved  in  the 
drafting  of  the  NDA? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  not  that  I  recall. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  he  tell  you - 
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MR.  PAGE:  And  I've  signed  hundreds  of  NDAs.  I  — 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  just  to  that  question. 

MR.  PAGE:  It's  a  blur  to  me.  I  have  no  idea. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  Mr.  Clovis  tell  you  what  he  would  do  with  the  NDA  once  you 
signed  it? 

MR.  PAGE:  He  said  that  it  would  be  countersigned  and  I'd  get  a  copy  back,  but  I 
never  got  a  copy  back. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Countersigned  by  whom? 

MR.  PAGE:  I'm  not  sure.  Whoever's  name  was  on  that,  and  I  don't  recall. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Was  it  Michael  Cohen's? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  recall.  I  have  no  idea. 

I've  signed  hundreds  of  NDAs.  They  are  all  a  blur  to  me.  It's  kind  of  standard. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  You've  signed  hundreds  of  NDAs? 

MR.  PAGE:  Over  the  years,  probably.  Probably. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Probably  or  yes? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can  say  definitively  I've  signed  at  least  --  it  feels  like  hundreds,  but 
I've  done,  you  know,  signed  at  least  —  I  think  it's  safe  to  say  at  least  50.  But,  you  know, 
it's  sort  of  --  they're  relatively  procedural.  It's  like  a  "how  many  subpoenas  have  you 
issued"  kind  of  thing. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  Mr.  Clovis  speak  to  you  about  anyone  else  he  had  met  with 
and  asked  to  sign  an  NDA? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  the  only  context  of  the  NDA  is  just  my  NDA.  He  may  have 
mentioned  some  other  people  who  he  was  also  talking  to  at  the  time,  but  I  can't  recall. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  We've  been  with  you  since  about  9:30.  Has  there  been  any 
part  of  your  testimony  today  that  you  have  withheld  an  answer  or  not  been  forthcoming  in 
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your  response  to  a  question  because  you  believed  it  may  violate  the  NDA  that  you  signed? 

MR.  PAGE:  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  no.  The  only  thing  I  may  be  cautious 
about  is  my  recollection  not  being  able  to  match  the  recollection  of  what's  been  illicitly 
wiretapped  and  hacked  off  my  computer  systems  based  on  the,  you  know,  alleged  FISA 
warrant.  So  that's  my  only  concern  that's  in  the  back  of  my  head. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  As  you've  testified  to  us  today,  though,  or  as  you've  spoken  with 
special  counsel  or  other  congressional  committees,  have  you  had  the  NDA  in  your  mind, 
that  you  may  be  in  violation  of  it  because  of  something  you  say? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes,  in  the  context  of  I  know  --  always  in  the  back  of  my  head,  I  bear  in 
mind  that  no  one  has  had  a  worse  impact  on  the  Trump  campaign  than  myself,  bearing  in 
mind  the  dodgy  dossier  started  with  this  guy.  And  all  of  these  controversies,  they  came 
after  me  first,  for  whatever  reason.  And  it  will  come  out  in  time,  but  --  so,  in  that  context, 
I'm  cautious,  because  I've  already  done  so  much  damage,  unfortunately,  through  no  fault 
of  my  own,  based  on  things  that  I  could  never  have  even  imagined.  I'm  just  cautious  that 
anything  I  might  say  might  create  more  damage  to  people  who  are  already  damaged. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Does  that  mean  that  truthful  testimony  that  you  might  provide 
might  create  damage? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  No.  I  only  tell  the  truth.  And,  again,  every  -  what  I  can  tell 
you  definitively,  everything  I  have  ever  said  and  done  with  anyone  even  remotely  involved 
in  the  Trump  campaign  or  even  the  Trump  movement  has  been  completely  benign  and 
aboveboard.  Again,  I'm  a  policy  guy;  we  had  discussions  along  those  lines.  It's  more  just 
personal  impact.  No  --  there's  no  --  there  has  definitively  been  no  illegal  activity  by  myself 
or  anyone  that  I  ever  saw. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  when  was  the  next  time  you  saw  Sam  Clovis  after  you 
signed  the  NDA? 
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MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  the  exact  timing. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  you  see  him  again  before  you  went  to  Moscow? 

MR.  PAGE:  Probably  at  some  point.  I  just  can't  place  when  was  -  where  --  the 
wheres  and  whens. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  Mr.  Clovis  know  you  were  going  to  Moscow  prior  to  your 
going  to  Moscow? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  I  probably  mentioned  it  to  him,  yeah. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  How  would  you  have  mentioned  it  to  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  You  know,  he  -- 1  can't  recall  specifically,  but  I  think  he 
probably  --  again,  it  was  so  benign,  and  it  was  understood  that  it's  unrelated  to  the 
campaign,  so,  you  know  -  to  be  honest  with  you,  no  real  interest,  you  know,  no  -- 1  mean, 
again,  it  was  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  But  your  testimony  today,  Dr.  Page,  is  that  you  had  told 
Mr.  Clovis  that  you  were  going  to  Moscow  prior  to  going  to  Moscow  in  July  2016. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  might - 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Yes  or  no? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  might  have.  I  can't  recall. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Okay.  Did  you  speak  with  Mr.  Clovis  about  your  trip  to  Moscow 
in  July  2016  after  you  returned? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  did,  because  I  saw  him  at  the  Republican  National  Convention,  and  I 
was  just  shocked  about  how  much  --  these  false  stories  and  allegations  had  already  begun 
at  that  point,  so  it  definitely  came  up.  I  remember  that,  those  kind  of  general  exchanges, 
yeah. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  you  see  Ambassador  Kislyak  at  the  Republican  Convention? 

MR.  PAGE:  We  had  a  few  brief  interactions.  I  saw  him,  yes. 
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MR.  SWALWELL:  And  by  a  brief  interaction,  you  mean  that  you  were  in  each 
other's  presence.  Is  that  right?  Yes? 

MR.  PAGE:  We  were  in  each  other's  presence  in  meetings  where  there  were  a 
hundred  other  people  in  our  mutual  presence,  approximately,  give  or  take.  You  know,  I 
may  be  exaggerating,  but  at  least,  at  least  --  every  meeting  I  was  at  with  him  in  my  entire 
life,  there  were  many  dozens  of  people  in  that  same  meeting.  And,  again,  it  goes  back  to 
my  conversation  with  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Well,  Dr.  Page,  let's  just  focus  on  this.  You  spoke  with 
Ambassador  Kislyak  at  the  convention  directly.  Is  that  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  Briefly. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  And  he  spoke  back  to  you.  Is  that  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Okay.  Did  you  speak  about  U.S.  sanctions  against  Russia?  Yes 

or  no. 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  that  I  can  recall.  Again,  something  may  have  come  up  in  passing. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  What  do  you  mean,  "in  passing"?  You  were,  by  your  definition, 
in  passing  already. 

MR.  PAGE:  I'm  cautious  because,  the  way  tax  policy  might,  you  know  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  yes  or  no,  did  you  speak  with  Ambassador  Kislyak  at 
the  Republican  Convention  about  sanctions? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  recall  talking  with  him  about  sanctions,  no. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  But  you  could  have,  in  passing. 

MR.  PAGE:  In  passing,  it  may  have  briefly  come  up  in  some  context,  but  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  the  topic  of  Secretary  Clinton's  emails  or  hacked  DNC  emails 
come  up  in  conversation  or  in  passing  in  your  chat  with  Ambassador  Kislyak? 
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MR.  PAGE:  I  have  no  recollection  of  that.  And  I  would  say  a  definitive  "no"  if  I 
wasn't  factoring  in  the  point  that  it  was  in  the  news.  So,  in  some  context,  someone  may 
have  mentioned  it  somehow. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  I'm  not  asking  about  someone,  Dr.  Page.  I'm  saying,  when  you 
spoke  with  Ambassador  Kislyak,  did  you  or  he,  to  each  other,  talk  about  hacked  democratic 
emails? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not -- no.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  no. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Was  that  the  first  time  you  had  spoken  directly  with  Ambassador 
Kislyak? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  first  time  is  at  that  convention,  yes. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  When  was  the  next  time? 

MR.  PAGE:  That  was  --  actually,  the  only  times  I  ever  spoke  with  him  was  at  that 
convention.  Yeah. 

In  fact,  when  I  first  met  him,  I  flew  in  the  first  day,  and  I  think,  you  know,  there  was 
that  Global  Partners  for  Diplomacy  conference,  and  I  --  there  were  --  when  I  first  met  him, 
there  was  a  bunch  of  ambassadors  from  around  the  world,  probably  about  five  of  us,  and  a 
couple  of  --  or  five  of  them  --  and  a  couple  speakers  in  this  large  conference  center,  dozens 
of  people  at  least,  probably  closer  to  a  hundred,  if  I'm  guessing  correctly.  And  we're  all, 
sort  of,  handing  out  business  cards.  I  handed  around  business  cards  to  people;  everyone 
else  handed  me  business  cards.  Ambassador  Kislyak  did  not  hand  me  a  business  card. 

So  it  was  kind  of  --  it  shows,  sort  of,  you  know,  lack  of  interest. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Who  else  did  you  observe  speak  directly  to  Ambassador  Kislyak 
at  the  Republican  National  Convention? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  anyone,  except  for  the  fact  that  in  the  news  I  saw  J.D. 
Gordon  had  mentioned  some  conversation  along  those  lines,  which  -- 
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MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  I'm  asking  about  your  personal  knowledge  and  your 
personal  observation. 

MR.  PAGE:  My  personal  knowledge,  which  I  remembered  and  I  probably  wouldn't 
have  remembered  if  I  hadn't  seen  it  in  the  news,  that  J.D.  Gordon,  he  and  I  were  standing 
around  at  a  reception  one  night,  you  know,  and  sort  of  --  with  a  lot  of  other  people  around 
us.  And,  you  know,  I  think  J.D.  may  have  said  a  few  things. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  you  talk  to  any  other  foreign  ambassadors  at  the  Republican 
National  Convention  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  -directly? 

MR.  PAGE:  There  were  dozens  of  - 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Which  ones  did  you  directly  talk  to? 

MR.  PAGE:  Lots.  I  mean,  there  were  -  some  of  them  were  ambassadors,  some 
were  sub-ambassadors.  So  just,  you  know,  let  me  run  off  names  or  countries  I  can 
remember. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Well,  can  you  give  me  a  name  - 

MR.  PAGE:  India -yeah? 

MR.  SWALWELL:  -  a  name  of  an  ambassador  at  the  Republican  National 
Convention  that  you  directly,  as  you  did  with  Ambassador  Kislyak,  spoke  to? 

Not  in  the  presence  of,  not  at  the  same  meeting,  but  you  spoke  to  that  ambassador 
and  that  ambassador  spoke  back  to  you. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  cannot  recall  any  specific  names,  partially  because,  typically,  you 
know,  particularly  from  people  further  around  the  world,  that  they're  not,  kind  of,  John 
Doe  or  Jane  Doe-type  names.  They're,  sort  of,  more  complex.  So  - 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  Ambassador  - 
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MR.  PAGE:  -- 1  can't  remember  -- 1  can't  remember  any  specific  names.  If  you 
told  me  a  name,  I'd  be  happy  to  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  Ambassador  Kislyak  have  an  aide  with  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  did  not  see  an  aide,  no.  I  don't  think  any  of  the  ambassadors  had 

aides. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Did  you  have  any  followup  conversations  with  Ambassador 
Kislyak  after  this  meeting,  by  phone  or  electronically? 

MR.  PAGE:  Never.  Never.  I  had  no  contact  details  from  him.  He  had  my 
contact  details,  and  unless  I  missed  something  in  the  hundreds  of  emails  I  get  a  day,  I  don't 
believe  he  ever  contacted  me. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Were  there  any  other  Russian  nationals  at  the  Republican 
National  Convention  who  you  spoke  to  directly? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  believe  so.  I  have  no  recollection  of  that,  no. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  In  a  May  24th,  2016,  email  to  J.D.  Gordon,  Bates  stamped 

you  wrote:  "FYI:  At  the  Newark  Sky  Club,  Delta  has  a  private  room 
when  you  can  have  a  confidential  conversation,  but,  unfortunately,  no  such  luck  at 
Third-World  LaGuardia.  So  I'll  mostly  be  on  receive  mode,  since  there  are  a  significant 
number  of  people  in  the  lounge.  Rather  than  saying  too  much,  I'll  just  refer  to  the  seven 
points  on  my  list  which  I  sent  last  night." 

Do  you  remember  sending  that  correspondence  to  Mr.  Gordon? 

MR.  PAGE:  Vaguely  remember. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Reading  the  email,  does  it  refresh  your  recollection? 

MR.  PAGE:  Slightly.  Yeah. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Why  did  you  feel  it  was  necessary  to  withhold  information 
during  the  call? 
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MR.  PAGE:  No,  I'm  saying  I'm  in  a  big  public  place,  right?  I  don't  know  what  he 
wants  to  talk  about.  I  think  -- 1  don't  --  oh,  it  ends  here.  I  forget  who  initiated  the  call. 

I  believe  he  might  have. 

So  all  I'm  saying,  if  there's  anything  that  might  be  confidential,  I  can't  talk  publicly. 
Again,  I'm  cautious  just  out  of  respect  for  people  and  respect  for  confidentiality.  There 
was  nothing  specific  I  had  in  mind  in  terms  of  that  conversation. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Had  you  ever  used  the  Delta  Sky  Club  for  a  private  room 
conversation  before? 

MR.  PAGE:  In  my  life? 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Yes. 

MR.  PAGE:  I've  been,  you  know -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Well,  you  demonstrated  knowledge  of  the  club  and  its  room. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah.  So  I  might  have.  I  have  no  recollection  of  that,  but,  you 
know,  it's  possible.  Again,  I'm  respectful  of  people's  private  information,  you  know. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  have  you  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  There  may  have  been  some  transaction  I  was  working  on  that  you 
wouldn't  want  to  talk  about,  because,  you  know,  again,  we're  talking  about  material 
nonpublic  information.  And  so  - 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page - 

MR.  PAGE:  -- 1  might  have  used  it  in  that  context,  but  never  anything 
beyond  -  nothing  in  a  political  context  such  as  that.  So  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  have  you  ever  met  with  a  foreign  national  at  the 
Newark  Sky  Club  in  a  private  room? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  to  my  recollection.  Nothing  that  was  arranged.  Again,  there 
may  be  people  that  --  you're  in  the  lounge  and  someone  walks  into  it  to  also  have  a  quiet 
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spot,  because,  again,  the  lounge  is  pretty  busy.  But  no,  sort  of,  arranged  meeting,  to  the 
best  of  my  recollection,  yeah. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  have  you  ever  been  in  a  Delta  Newark  Sky  Club  private 
room  with  another  individual  who  you  were  directly  speaking  to?  Yes  or  no. 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  that  I  can  recall.  I  remember,  in  that  --  in  the  Delta  at  Newark,  I 
remember  there's  --  vaguely  remember,  maybe  a  year  or  two  ago,  someone  was  getting 
ready  to  fly  somewhere  and  we  had  a  little  chat.  So  that's  about  it,  though. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Were  they  flying  to  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  that  I  can  recall,  no.  No,  I  don't  remember  any  Russia 
conversation.  I'm  pretty  sure  they're  American.  Again,  I'm  just  being  careful. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  in  a  campaign  email  the  committee  received  from 
Donald  Trump  for  President,  Bates  stamped  sent  on  May  5th,  2016,  to 

Walid  Phares  and  J.D.  Gordon,  you  wrote  that,  in  addition  to  them  contacting  you  via  cell 
phone  or  iMessage,  in  quotations,  "P.S.  I  forgot  to  mention  that  I  also  have  the  Middle 
East  staple  of  as  well.  So  that's  another  global  connectivity  alternative  if  you 

want  to  get  in  touch  there,"  end  quote. 

MR.  PAGE:  Wait.  You  said  this  is  to  Donald  Trump?  There  was  no 
Donald  Trump  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  No,  to  Walid  Phares  and  J.D.  Gordon.  It  was  received  by  the 
committee  from  Donald  Trump  for  President. 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  I'm  saying  I  had  --  like  I  was  alluding  to  for  themm[[  --  that 
wasn't  a  reference  to  the  Middle  East  equivalent  of.  I'm  just  saying  a  lot  of  people  in  the 
Middle  East  use^H^M  That's  what  I  was  --  are  you  insinuating  that  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Well,  why  was  it  relevant  to  include  the  Middle  East? 

MR.  PAGE:  Because  I'm  just  saying,  you  know,  a  lot  of  people  use  it  there. 
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Again,  it's  just  a  nothing  comment  in  passing,  and  people  chat  like  that. 

And,  again,  the  main  advantage  of  is,  instead  of  spending,  you  know,  50 

cents  a  text  when  you're  sending  a  dozen  texts,  it's  all  free  other  than  the  $l-a-year 
subscription  rate. 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Dr.  Page,  will  you  commit  to  provide  this  committee  any 
communications,  including^^^^^J^^^^  or  any  other  communications  you  used, 
relevant  to  our  investigation? 

MR.  PAGE:  Relevant  to  your  investigation,  there  are  none,  because  I've  done 
literally  -- 1  mean,  everything  we're  talking  about  is  --  has  no  --  cannot  even  be  deemed  as 
close  to  having  any  even  unethical,  let  alone  illegal,  activity.  I  mean,  maybe  --  please 
remind  me  of  something  if  I'm  missing  it.  But,  literally,  I  was  a  junior,  unpaid  adviser,  and 
there's  nothing  --  you  know,  the  only  thing  relevant  is  these  now-public  court  filings  of 
what  the  real  interference  was  in  the  2016  election  and  the  extraordinary  impact  that  this 
has  had  on  myself,  my  family,  my  friends,  my  colleagues.  So  -- 

MR.  SWALWELL:  Chairman,  I'm  going  to  yield  back  to  the  ranking  member. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Dr.  Page,  I'm  going  to  go  through  a  few  items.  And  the  shorter  your  answer,  the 
better;  we  can  move  more  quickly.  And  some  of  these  may  be  "don't  know  them,  never 
heard  of  them,"  "know  them,  never  had  a  meeting  with  them."  The  shorter  and  more 
direct  you  can  be,  the  quicker  we  can  get  through  it. 

MR.  PAGE:  Can  I  just  put  a  caveat,  that  some  names  I  might  not  recall.  Please 
add  the  caveat  on  each  of  these  names,  there  may  be  people  who  I  might  have  met  in 
passing  who  I  can't  come  up  with. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  you  can  clarify  as  you  answer  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Okay. 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  --  whether  you  recall  or  not. 

Have  you  had  any  interaction  with  Jared  Kushner? 

MR.  PAGE:  Never. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you've  never  met  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  Never  met  him. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  never  communicated  via  email  or  other  platform  with  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  Again,  I'm  cautious  as  I  may  have  been  cc'd  with  something,  but 
not  to  my  knowledge,  no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  General  Flynn,  Mike  Flynn? 

MR.  PAGE:  Never. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  No  communications  orally  or  in  writing  with  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  What  about  Rick  Dearborn? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  by  "no,"  you  mean  no  communications  in  writing  or  in  person? 
MR.  PAGE:  There  was  —  if  I'm  not  mistaken  --  again,  I  don't  have  any  relationship 
or  don't  really  know  him.  But  there  was  one  of  the  people  within  the  Manafort  group 
who  I  briefly  said  hello  to  at  the  speech  in  North  Dakota  in  May  2016.  So  I'm  cautious. 
Anything  Manafort-related,  that  was  my  most  interaction,  and  it  was  a  brief  passing,  you 
know  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Do  you  have  some  reason  to  believe  that's  Rick  Dearborn? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  but  I  believe  it  was  someone  in  the  Manafort,  you  know,  world. 
MR.  SCHIFF:  Are  you  referring  to  Mr.  Gates? 

MR.  PAGE:  It  may  have  been  Gates,  yeah. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you  may  have  met  Gates? 
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MR.  PAGE:  Very  briefly.  I  had  no  serious  interaction,  you  know.  Any 
interaction  I  may  have  had  with  him  was  a  brief  hello  before  then-candidate  Trump  went 
on  stage.  You  know,  we  were  all  filing  in.  I  met  one  of  those  guys.  I  can't  remember 
which  one. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Okay,  but  let's  just  stick,  again,  to  the  question. 

MR.  PAGE:  Please. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Rick  Dearborn,  never  met,  no  communication  that  you're  aware  of. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  believe  so,  no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Okay. 

And  in  terms  of  Jeff  Sessions,  only  that  one  interaction  in  person  as  you're  leaving 
the  Republican  club  and  no  other  communication  in  person  or  in  writing  with  Mr.  Sessions? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  I  tried  to  --  the  big  controversy  about  him  -  he  was  in  that  same 
convention  at  the  Case  Western  Reserve  in  Cleveland.  He  gave  a  keynote  speech  there. 

I  tried  to  say  hello.  There  were  tons  of  people  around,  and  it  was  impossible.  And  that 
was  actually  --  it's  become  a  national  controversy  because  I  saw  him  speaking  briefly  to 
Ambassador  Kislyak.  And  so  that's  —  that  was  --  that  was  it,  you  know. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  so,  I'm  sorry,  I  just  want  to  make  sure  that  we're  talking  about 
the  same  time  and  place.  So  you  saw  Attorney  General  Sessions  speaking  with 
Ambassador  Kislyak  during  the  Republican  Convention? 

MR.  PAGE:  In  passing,  in  a  big  group  of  people,  as  he  was  running  out  the  door, 
late.  He  finished  his  speech  late,  he  was  late  to  another  meeting,  and  he  was  saying  hello 
to  a  lot  of  people.  And  I  didn't  want  to  add  to  the,  you  know,  the  delays  he's  already 
experiencing,  so  - 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  were  you  privy  to  anything  that  he  said  to  the  Ambassador? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  Although  all  I  could  see  is  that  there  were  a  lot  of  people 
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standing  around,  and  it  was,  again,  another  brief  greeting,  from  what  I  could  see. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  that  was  the  only  interaction  you  saw  between  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  Russian  Ambassador  at  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  --  that  event  or  any  other? 

MR.  PAGE:  Exactly.  Yes.  And  that  was  the  only  other  time,  to  the  best  of  my 
recollection,  I've  ever  been  in  the  same  room  with  him.  The  first  dinner  in  June,  and  then 
he  was  the  keynote  speaker  at  one  of  the  events. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Now,  you  mentioned  having  lunch  with  Sam  Clovis.  Was  this 
shortly  after  you  were  made  a  foreign  policy  adviser  to  the  campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  Lunch?  I  may  have  had  a  dinner  with  him.  I  can't  recall.  Did  I  say 
a  lunch? 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  you  mentioned  -- 1  thought  it  was  a  lunch,  but  you  tell  me. 

You  mentioned  having  a  meal  with  Sam  Clovis. 

MR.  PAGE:  Oh,  we  were  talking  about  in  the  context  of  the  NDA,  right? 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Yes. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  had  a  breakfast  with  him  somewhere  in  northern  Virginia,  sort  of 
Falls  Church-ish  area. 


MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you  had  a  breakfast  with  him  in  Falls  Church. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes,  something  like  that. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  that  was  around  what  timeframe? 

MR.  PAGE:  March-ish. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  what  did  you  discuss  at  the  breakfast,  apart  from  the  NDA? 
MR.  PAGE:  General  foreign  policy  topics.  Kind  of,  he  would  update  me  on 
what's  happening  at  the  campaign  at  the  time,  which  is  ancient  history,  so  I  have  no 
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recollection  of  specifics,  but  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Do  you  recall  discussing  with  him  your  views  on  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  specifically,  no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Do  you  remember  discussing  it  generally? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  no  direct  recollection.  Again,  I  have  a  background  in  Russia,  so 
I  wouldn't  be  surprised  if  it  came  up,  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  specifics,  no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  that  would've  been  early  in  the  campaign.  What-- 
MR.  PAGE:  Yeah,  before  we  were  announced,  right?  Because  that  was  --  you 
know,  the  announcement  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  What  guidance  did  he  give  you  as  to  what  role  you  would  play  in  the 
campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  Just  that  they  were  putting  together  this  committee  and,  you  know, 
would  be  open  --  you  know,  offering  me  the  opportunity  to  participate  in  that.  That 
was  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  you  were  referred  to  Mr.  Clovis  by  Mr.  Lewandowski? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah,  when  we  had  that  brief  discussion,  he's  --  Mr.  Lewandowski's 
handling  a  bunch  of  things.  He  says,  you  know,  let  me  introduce  you  to  Sam  Clovis. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  subsequent  to  that  lunch,  you  had  dinner  with  Mr.  Clovis  as 

well? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  remember  when  that  was,  but  at  some  point  we  eventually  did, 

yeah. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  would  that  have  been  before  or  after  your  trip  to  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  During  the  dinner,  was  it  just  the  two  of  you  for  dinner? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  And  you  can't  recall  whether  you  had  the  dinner  before  or  after  you 
went  to  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  recall,  yeah.  Again,  any  discussion  I  had  regarding  Russia  was 
primarily  the  false  allegations,  you  know,  in  terms  of  --  but  I  think  that  was  mostly  at  the 
Republican  National  Convention. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Okay.  That's  the  latest  30  minutes. 

I  just  want  to  read  what  our  agreement  was. 

The  witness  is  reminded  that  he  is  appearing  today  pursuant  to  a  subpoena  and 
may  refuse  to  answer  questions  only  to  preserve  a  testimonial  privilege. 

As  clearly  stated  in  the  instructions  accompanying  your  subpoena,  neither  the  U.S. 
House  of  Representatives  nor  the  committee  recognizes  any  purported  nondisclosure 
privileges  associated  with  the  common  law,  including  attorney-client  privilege,  attorney 
work  product  protections. 

As  clearly  stated  in  the  instructions  accompanying  the  subpoena,  neither  the  U.S. 
House  of  Representatives  nor  the  committee  recognizes  any  purported  contractual 
privileges,  including  those  supposedly  deriving  from  nondisclosure  agreements. 

So  I  just  wanted  to  read  you  that  to  be  clear,  because  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Okay.  I  understand  that.  It  was  just  out  of  common 
courtesy  because  -- 

MR.  ROONEY:  I  understand.  I  just  wanted  to  make  sure  that  we  were  all  on  the 
same  page. 

MR.  PAGE:  Thank  you. 

MR.  ROONEY:  We  apparently  will  be  called  to  vote  in  less  than  10  minutes. 

We'll  keep  with  the  30-minute  time,  but  just  so  that  --  if  I'm  the  only  Republican  here  and 
we  adjourn,  I  will  claim  the  time  and  yield  to  you.  And  then  if  I  have  to  claim  it  back  to  go 
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on  break  --  or  we  can  just  go  to  5  minutes  and  keep  doing  that.  But  I  think  keeping  it  at 
30  minutes  and  my  time  that  I'm  yielding  to  you  would  be  better.  Because  if  I  leave,  you 
can't  continue,  I  think,  so  --  right? 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Yeah,  I  think  we  should  just  keep  up  the  30/30,  and  you  can  yield  if 
you  don't  have  questions. 

MR.  ROONEY:  Okay.  All  right.  It's  my  time,  and  we'll  start  the  30-minute  clock. 
And  I  will  yield  to  Mr.  Schiff. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  yielding. 

So,  just  to  get  back  to  the  dinner  with  Mr.  Clovis,  do  you  recall  discussing  your 
Russia  trip  with  him?  That  might  help  set  the  timeframe. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  really  can't  recall.  The  only  conversations  I  recall  is  telling  him 
about  these  crazy  allegations  that  have  come  out.  So  I  can't  - 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  the  crazy  allegations  came  out  after  your  Russia  trip? 

MR.  PAGE:  There  were  some  before  as  well,  but  --  you  know,  again,  the  first  main 
allegation  was  from  July  26,  2016,  when  The  Wall  Street  Journal  called  me  asking  about 
Sechin  and  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Okay.  So  that  would  have  been  after  your  trip. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  your  dinner,  then,  with  Mr.  Clovis  would  have  been  after  your 

trip? 

MR.  PAGE:  I'm  saying,  you  know,  if  it  came  up.  You're  asking  if  Russia,  those 
allegations  came  up.  If  it  happened  then,  then  it  might  have,  but  I  have  no  recollection. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  discuss  with  Mr.  Clovis,  either  during  that  dinner  or  any 
subsequent  time,  the  outreach  and  insights  you  obtained  from  the  Presidential 
administration  figures  or  Russian  parliamentary  figures? 
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MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  believe  so,  other  than  the  general  positive  sentiment  in  terms 
of  general  improvements  of  relationships.  There  was  nothing  beyond  that  in  terms  of 
core  substance.  All  publicly  available  information  that  you  could  hear  from,  if  you  read 
Russian,  opening  any  Russian  newspaper.  There's  some  hope  along  those  lines. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  Dr.  Page,  you  were  promising  the  campaign  something  quite 
different  in  writing.  Did  you  ever,  with  either  Mr.  Clovis  or  anyone  else  affiliated  with  the 
Trump  campaign,  share  the  outreach  and  insights  you  referred  to  in  your  memoranda  to 
the  campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  to  my  recollection,  because  it  was  right  around  that  time  that  I 
started  getting  -  both  myself  and  other  members  of  the  campaign  started  getting  a  ton  of 
questions  related  to  these  false  allegations  about  Igor  Sechin  and  Divyekin  meetings  which 
never  occurred. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  the  answer  is  no  ~ 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  -  then.  You  never  shared  the  insights  and  outreach  that  you  had 
referred  to  in  your  memo  to  the  campaign. 

MR.  PAGE:  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  no.  And,  again,  if  I  had,  the  only  thing 
I  would  have  had  to  tell  them  was  publicly  available  information  that's  quite  well-known. 
But  --  yeah. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Who  else  did  you  communicate  with  from  the  campaign  after  your 
Russia  trip? 

MR.  PAGE:  Our  committee  would  get  together  from  time  to  time  or  have  phone 
calls  from  time  to  time.  I  can't  recall  specifics  surrounding  that. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  in  any  of  those  get-togethers  or  phone  calls,  did 
Mr.  Papadopoulos  discuss  his  interactions  with  Russians  or  those  affiliated  with  the  Russian 
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Government? 

MR.  PAGE:  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  I  believe  the  last  time  I  saw  him  in 
person  was  that  dinner  in  June  2016.  I  don't  believe  I  have  ever  -  again,  I'm  cautious  that 
he  may  have  come  through  somewhere  in  passing  or  been  on  a  phone  call  or  stopped  by 
one  of  the  meetings.  I'm  almost  positive  that  that  never  occurred  and  June  2016  is  the 
last  time  I  actually  ever  briefly  spoke  to  him  at  all. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  have  any  conversations  regarding  Russia  or  your  interactions 
there  with  Walid  Phares? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  that  I  can  recall.  I  may  have,  but -- most  of  my-- 1  remember 
talking  about  Iraq  a  lot.  The  main  conversation  - 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  I'm  not  asking  about  Iraq. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  -  the  only  conversations  I  can  recall  with  Walid  was  his  area  of 
expertise  of  the  Middle  East.  I  don't  recall  any  Russia  conversations. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  have - 

MR.  PAGE:  There  may  have  been  some  interaction  between  Russia,  you  know, 
given,  sort  of,  Russia's  involvement  in  the  Middle  East.  That  may  have  come  up,  but  I 
can't  remember  any  specifics. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  have  any  conversations  about  Russia  with  Lieutenant 
General  Keith  Kellogg? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  what  was  the  nature  of  those  discussions? 

MR.  PAGE:  It  was  about  the  news  that  was  --  and  these  false  allegations  that  were 
already  coming  out  against  me. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  he  play  a  similar  role  that  you  were  on  the  campaign,  as  a 
foreign  policy  adviser? 
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MR.  PAGE:  He  was  much  more  --  you  know,  our  team  --  he  was  a  much  more 
senior,  experienced  person,  you  know,  a  retired  general.  So  that's  the  main  distinction. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  How  often  did  you  interact  with  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  the  exact  number  of  times,  but -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  you  discuss  your  Russia  trip  with  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  recall  telling  him  about  --  the  only  recollection  I  can  recall  is  the  false 
allegations  when  these  reports  came  out.  I  don't  recall  any  other  specifics  beyond  that, 
no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  where  would  you  have  had  this  conversation? 

MR.  PAGE:  He  had  a  party  at  his  house  one  night  in  northern  Virginia. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  In  what  month? 

MR.  PAGE:  Sometime  in  the  summer.  I  believe  it  was  post-convention,  if  I'm  not 
mistaken. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  you  tell  General  Kellogg  that  you  had  met  with  a 
representative  from  Rosneft? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  because  he's  an  old  friend.  There  would  be  nothing  to  tell, 
because  it's  like  me  telling  someone  that  I  met  someone  who  I  knew  from  10  years  ago. 
There  was  no  substantive  -  there  would  be  nothing  to  tell  him  because  there  was  nothing 
substantively  discussed  in  July. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  tell  him  about  any  interactions  you  had  had  with  members  of 
the  Presidential  administration  or  Russian  Duma? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  I  have  no  recollection  of  that.  You  know,  again,  the  only  thing  I 
might  have  said  is  just  generally  positive,  you  know,  feelings. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  have  interaction  with  Rear  Admiral  Chuck  Kubic? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  And  when  did  you  interact  with  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  Fie  attended  some  of  the  meetings.  It's  hard  for  me  to  say,  when 
there  are  meetings,  like,  trying  to  remember  who  was  at  what  committee  meeting.  It's 
hard  to  --  sometimes  you  might  not  recall  the  exact  roll  call.  But  I  don't  know  exactly 
which  ones  he  went  to  and  which  he  didn't,  but  he  was  there  from  time  to  time. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  you  discuss  with  him  your  interactions  during  your  trip  to 
Moscow? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  that  I  have  any  recollection  of. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  discuss  Russia  at  all  with  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  recall  ever  talking  with  him  about  Russia. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  what  about  Major  General  Bert  Mizusawa?  Did  you  interact 
with  him  at  all? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  the  same  question.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  him 
about  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  any  specific  conversations.  We  talked  about  foreign 
policy  frequently.  Russia  is  a  country  in  the  world,  and  so  it  probably  came  up.  But  I 
have  no  definitive  conversations  about  anything,  because  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  have  any  discussions  with  him  or  the  others  I've  asked  you 
about  about  lifting  sanctions  on  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  Nothing  definitive.  Again,  nothing  beyond,  sort  of,  general  policy 
context.  Nothing  related  to  any  quid  pro  quo  or  offer  or  request. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  you  have  any  discussions  with  any  of  these  members  of  the 
Trump  foreign  advisory  team  about  whether  the  Russians  possessed  the  hacked  Hillary 
Clinton  emails? 
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MR.  PAGE:  No.  No,  I  don't  -- 1  don't  --  the  only  thing  that  may  have  come  up  is 
things  we  read  about  in  the  newspaper.  I  had  no  inside  information  about  any  of  that. 

So  the  only  thing  that  may  have  been  there  is  something  that  possibly  came  up  in  the 
news,  but  that's  --  that's  all  I  know,  that's  all  I  ever  knew.  I  can't  imagine  anything  beyond 
that,  no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Tera  Dahl,  I  think,  was  one  of  the  people  that  was  on  your  email  that 
included  the  document  about  your  trip  to  Russia.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation 
with  her  about  your  trip? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  that  I  can  recall.  The  most  I  saw  her,  she  was  around  for  some  of 
those  meetings  and  the  convention.  But  she  was,  again,  pretty,  you  know  --  there's  a 
hundred  people  in  the  room,  give  or  take,  so  --  talking  to  a  lot  of  different  people. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  have  any  interaction  with  Ambassador  Richard  Burt? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  met  him  briefly  once.  I  can't  remember  when  that  was.  It  may 
have  been  across  town  here  at  the  Atlantic  Council.  I  think  that's  the  only  time  I  ever  met 
him.  And  if  I'm  not  mistaken,  I  went  to  an  event  there  December  2016,  after  the  election. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  The  first  meeting  you've  described  with  Ambassador  Burt,  was  that 
during  the  campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  I'm  saying  that  was  the  only  meeting  I  ever  recall  ever  interacting 
with  him.  That  was  after  the  campaign,  December  of  2016,  at  a  conference,  similarly 
where  there's  dozens  of  people. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  attend  the  President's  speech  at  the  Mayflower  Hotel? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  I  was  in  Dubai  that  night. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  ever  discuss  with  anyone  on  the  campaign  what  has  come  to 
be  referred  to  as  the  Trump  Tower  meeting  between  Donald  Trump,  Jared  Kushner,  Paul 
Manafort,  and  several  Russians  or  Russian  Americans? 
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MR.  PAGE:  The  first  time  I  ever  heard  about  that  was  when  it  came  out  in  the 
press,  and,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  that's  been  within  the  last  couple  of  months. 

So  I  didn't  know  anything  about  it  in  2016,  let's  put  it  that  way.  I  think  that  was  over  the 
summer  that  that  news  came  out. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Have  you  ever  had  any  interaction  with  Natalia  Veselnitskaya? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  believe  so,  no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  What  about  Aras  Agalarov? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  think  so,  no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Emin  Agalarov? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  think  so. 

Again,  the  main  distinction  between  "I  don't  think  so"  and  a  very  definitive  "no"  is 
who  knows  if  at  some  point,  again,  in  another  big  conference  or  something  you  may  have 
briefly  said  hello  to  someone.  So  I'm  almost  positive  no.  I'm  just  adding  that  additional 
caveat  on  there  to  be  completely  comprehensive. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Have  you  ever  had  any  interaction  with  Rinat  Akhmetshin? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  Not  to  my  knowledge,  no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Or  Ike  Kaveladze? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  believe  so,  no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  In  a  May  16th,  2016,  email  from  you  to  Walid  Phares  and  J.D. 

Gordon  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Does  someone  have  a  copy? 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Yes.  The  Bates  stamp  is You  state  -  and  we'll 
bring  you  this  --  "As  discussed,  my  strategy  in  order  to  keep  in  sync  with  the  media 
relations  guidelines  of  the  campaign  has  been  to  make  my  key  messages  as  low-key  and 
apolitical  as  possible.  But  after  seeing  the  principal's  tweet,"  meaning  presumably  Donald 
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Trump,  "a  few  hours  ago  in  response  to  the  cocky  'in  politics  and  in  life,  ignorance  is  not  a 
virtue'  quote  by  the  same  speaker  at  Rutgers  yesterday,  I  got  another  idea.  If  he'd  like  to 
take  my  place  and  raise  the  temperature  a  little  bit,  of  course  I'd  be  more  than  happy  to 
yield  this  honor  to  him." 

Are  you  talking  about  the  honor  of  going  to  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah.  And  the  idea  there  was  bearing  in  mind  Barack  Obama's 
speech  as  a  candidate  in  Germany  2008.  That  was  what  I  was  envisioning. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I'm  just  asking  you  -  so  you  were  proposing  that  candidate  Trump  go 
to  Russia  instead  of  you.  This  was  a  proposal  you  were  suggesting  in  May  of  last  year. 

MR.  PAGE:  It  was  an  idea. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Were  you  aware  that  Mr.  Papadopoulos  was  also  encouraging  the 
President  to  travel  to  Russia? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 


MR.  SCHIFF:  So  the - 

MR.  PAGE:  Other  than  --  the  only  thing,  which  I  totally  had  forgotten  about,  was 
the  email  that  Tom  Hamburger  from  The  Washington  Post  told  me  about  in  August  2017 
that  he  had  sent  --  that  Papadopoulos  had  sent  around  in  March  of  2017  that  was  ignored 
and,  you  know,  no  one  - 


MR.  SCHIFF:  This  is - 


MR.  PAGE: 
MR.  SCHIFF: 
MR.  PAGE: 
MR.  SCHIFF: 
also  suggesting  the 
MR.  PAGE: 


--  really  took  any  interest,  and  I  certainly  didn't  take  any  interest. 

This  is  May  2016. 

Yeah.  And  that  was  not -- 

So,  in  May  2016,  you  were  unaware  that  George  Papadopoulos  was 
President  go  to  Russia? 

The  only  --  yeah,  I  didn't  know  anything  about  that.  Again,  I  was  on 
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an  email  chain  a  long  time  ago  that  was  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  two  of  you  foreign  policy  advisers  to  the  President, 
independently,  are  recommending  the  President  go  to  Russia. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  had  no  coordination  with  him  on  that,  no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  two  of  you,  quite  independently,  are  in  communication  with 
professors  with  connections  to  Russia. 

MR.  PAGE:  Totally  independently.  Again,  the  professors  and  the,  sort 
of  --  having  been  a  scholar  looking  at  political  economy  of  the  broader  region  of  the  former 
Soviet  Union,  I  had  had  long  relationships  with  various  scholars  there,  spoken  at  many 
universities.  So  what  he  did  is  totally  separate  from  what  I,  you  know  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Now,  Dr.  Page,  you  wouldn't  be  in  a  position,  though,  to  know 
whether,  on  the  Russian  end,  the  same  people  that  were  aware  of  Mr.  Papadopoulos' 
interest  in  Russia  and  the  candidate  going  to  Russia  were  also  knowledgeable  about  your 
coming  to  Russia. 

MR.  PAGE:  That's  correct,  yes.  But,  again,  everyone  that  I  talked  to  had  no  ill 
intent  and  expressed  no  ill  intent,  particularly  as  it  relates  to  any  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  receive  a  reply  from  Walid  Phares  or  J.D.  Gordon  as  to  your 
suggestion? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall.  Probably  not. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  if  we  could  provide  Dr.  Page  with  Bates-stamped  document 


It's  a  May  26th,  2016,  email  to  Bernadette  Kilroy,  who  I  understand  was  a  foreign 
policy  adviser  as  well,  and  J.D.  Gordon  that  states,  "I'm  planning  to  speak  alongside  the 
chairman  and  CEO  of  Sberbank  as  we'll  both  be  giving  commencement  addresses  at 
Moscow's  New  Economic  School  on  July  8." 
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Did  you  get  any  reply  that  you  recall  to  that  email? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  that  I  can  recall. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  is  Sberbank  one  of  the  largest  Russian  banks? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah.  But,  as  I  mentioned,  he  didn't  actually  show  up  at  all,  so  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you  never  met  him  during  that  trip. 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  No.  And  I  don't  think  I  ever  have  met  him.  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Were  there  other  top  officers  of  Sberbank  present? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  that  I  can  recall. 

I  may  have  met  some  --  again,  in  investor  relations,  investor  bank  conferences, 
there  --  again,  as  you  alluded  to,  they're  one  of  the  top  five  companies  in  Russia.  So  I 
probably  met  with  some,  you  know,  similar  to  Andrey  Baranov,  people  who  are  investor 
relations  people  or,  you  know,  mid-management  finance  people  at  some  point,  but  no  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  you  meet  with  anyone  affiliated  with  VEB  Bank? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  not  in  ~  not  in  the  last  couple  years,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 
Again,  it's  a  big  bank  and  there's  a  lot  of  people  from  VEB  running  around  Moscow,  but  no 
substantive,  serious  conversations. 

And,  again,  now  that  I  think  about  it,  they  may  have  been  at  some  investor 
conference  at  some  point,  but  I  just  can't  recall.  Nothing  substantive  and  nothing 
material. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Arkadiy  Dvorkovich,  did  you  ever  discuss  any  proposal  in  terms  of 
Russian  funding  for  any  joint  project  with  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  that  I  can  recall.  Again,  there  may  have  been  something  --  the 
only  time  I  had  a,  you  know,  brief,  sort  of,  more-than-10-second  conversation  with  him  was 
in  December  2016,  just  talking  in  a  New  Economic  School  context.  And  there  again,  it  was 
more  something  that  was  a  concept  discussed  jointly  and  --  but  I  wasn't  --  you  know. 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  Now,  Dr.  Page,  you  mentioned  there  were  10  people,  and  I  think 
they  were  10  non-journalists,  that  you  maintained  communication  with  after  the  July  trip, 
but  you  could  only  give  us  the  name  of,  I  think,  one  of  them. 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  I'm  saying  less  than  10,  give  or  take,  yeah. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Can  you  tell  us  who  the  other  eight  or  nine  or  seven  individuals 
you've  maintained  contact  with  from  that  trip  are? 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  again,  mostly  the  people  that  I've  known.  You're  saying 
Russian  citizens  or  Russian  people  from  Moscow? 

MR.  SCHIFF:  The  people  that  you  met  with  while  you  were  in  Moscow. 

MR.  PAGE:  Moscow,  yeah.  The  main  people  are and  a  couple 
of  scholars  from  there.  And -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  who  are  the  couple  scholars? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  mentioned  Shlomo  Weber.  There  was  another  person  --  you  know, 
another  person  from  New  Economic  School. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  who  is  that? 

MR.  PAGE:  It  was  -- 1  can't  recall  the  gentleman's  name.  .  He  was  an  assistant. 
Yeah,  I  don't  recall. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  who  introduced  you  to  the  assistant? 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  I  was  -- 1  think  what  happened  -- 1  don't  recall  specifics. 

What  happened  is  --  it's  actually  interesting.  I  went  there,  because  I  hadn't  been 
out  to  Skolkovo,  which  is  sort  of  the  Silicon  Valley  of  Russia,  this  new  complex  where  New 
Economic  School  and  a  couple  of  other  universities  are.  So  I  went  out  there  one  of  the 
days  I  was  there.  And  there  was  actually  a  board  meeting  of  the  New  Economic  School 
happening  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  that's  a  lot  more  information  than  need.  I'm  just 
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interested  in  who  you  stayed  in  touch  with  since  your  trip  to  Moscow.  I  just  want  their 
names  at  this  point. 

So,  apart  from  the  two  you've  mentioned,  who  else  did  you  stay  in  communication 
with  that  you  met  with  while  you  were  in  Moscow? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  anyone  I  stayed  in  touch  with. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  are  these  a  part  of  the  emails  that  you  still  have  possession  of 
that  you  have  not  provided  the  committee? 

MR.  PAGE:  I'm  not  sure  what  I  -- 1  can  look  that  up.  I  don't  have  any  recollection. 
Again,  all  I  know  is  I  haven't  done  anything  substantive  with  these  people.  But  I  don't  - 

MR.  ROONEY:  Reclaiming  my  time.  We'll  take  a  break  for  votes.  Thanks. 

MR.  PAGE:  Okay. 

[Recess.] 
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[4:00  p.m.] 

MR.  CONAWAY:  [Presiding.]  Back  on  the  record. 

In  the  remaining  time  I  have,  Dr.  Page,  is  there  anything  else  you  would  like  to  get 
into  the  record  that  you  may  not  have  gotten  in  in  your  opening  statement? 

MR.  PAGE:  Let  me  --  I'll  just  finish  up  on  one  of  the  points  I  was  saying  about  my 
old  boss,  Senator  Daniel  Patrick  Moynihan. 

You  know,  at  the  end  of  the  Cold  War,  he  had  some  very  different  perspectives  as 
to  --  based  on  his  analyses  of  what's  actually  going  on  in  Russia  and  Moscow.  And  I  think 
there  was  sort  of  this  groupthink  in  the  Intelligence  Community  that  really  constrained 
things  significantly.  And  I  think  some  of  the  misunderstandings  that  came  up  last  year,  I 
think,  to  a  large  extent,  was  a  repeat  of  these  same  phenomena,  right? 

And  so  I  think  the  more  --  you  know,  again,  it's  a  fairly  broad  scope  of  this 
investigation.  I  think  the  more  we  kind  of  look,  you  know,  including  within  that,  actually, 
as  the  oversight  committee  for  the  1C,  the  more  that  those  elements  might  be  looked  at. 

And  I  think,  you  know,  what  I  went  through,  again,  with  the  dossier  is  pretty 
incredible.  So  I  think  the  more  an  assessment  on  the  Russia  front  and  how  some  of  these 
misunderstandings  came  about  can  really  make  a  big  difference. 

And  we've  seen  a  lot  of  ~  you  know,  some  of  the  subsequent  intelligence  mistakes, 
whether  it  was  misinterpretation  of  what  was  happening  in  Iraq  with  WMD,  et  cetera,  I 
think  there  is  a  big  overlap  here. 

And  I  think  some  of  the  things  I've  been  through,  particularly  given  on  the  public 
side,  where  this  is  mostly  about  information  war  --  and  I  think  there's  information-war 
elements  on  our  side,  as  well,  in  terms  of  things  that  were  --  if  you  look  at  U.S.  propaganda 
networks,  the  propaganda  which  was  put  out  there  from  --  if  you  look  at  all  the  broadcasts 
of  RT  and  Sputnik,  the  things  that  were  --  the  accuracy  of  what  was  put  out  by  Radio  Free 
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Europe  about  myself,  based  on  the  dossier,  before  the  election,  the  level  of  accuracy  and 
the  overall  impact,  the  accuracy  was  much  lower  than  RT  and  Sputnik,  number  one,  and 
the  impact,  given  this  Russia  story  about  myself  --  there  may  be  other  things  going  on.  I 
can't  speak  to  that.  I  was  a  junior  guy,  and  so  I'm  just  speaking  to  my  own  personal 
experience.  All  I  know  is  the  dossier  came  after  me  first.  There's  a  lot  of  people  in 

that  that  were  discussed  on  March  20th.  And,  you  know,  of  that  long  list  of  individuals, 

* 

which  were  fully  disclosed  with  the  35  pages  to  the  public  on  January  10th,  they  only  come 
after  one  person,  right? 

So  I  think  --  and  I  think  as  -- 1  hope  the  main  takeaway  of  this  meeting  is  an 
understanding  of  --  it's  inconceivable,  I  mean,  I  can't  think  of  anything  we've  talked  about 
where  there  should  be  any  shadow  of  a  doubt  regarding  my  --  "innocence"  is  just  -- 1  mean, 
it's  not  strong  enough  of  a  word.  This  whole  story,  speaking  from  my  own  personal 
perspective,  is  so  off  the  wall  that  it's  incredible. 

And  I  hope  that  the  ability  to  seriously  analyze  what  happens  in  Russia  in  terms  of 
having  a  deeper  understanding  within  the  Intelligence  Community  --  again,  because  it's  the 
foundation  of  what  the  initial  focus  was,  you  know,  through  the  first  50-years-plus  of  the 
organization. 

So  I  think,  hopefully  —  and  I  would  be  happy  to,  you  know,  talk  more  about  those 
things  as  opposed  to  my  business  partners  or,  you  know,  individuals  who  I  was  loosely 
affiliated  with.  My  hope,  after  everything  I've  been  through  and  the  domestic  terrorist 
threats  I've  faced,  even  based  on  some  of  the  false  allegations  in  this  committee  which 
came  out  on  March  20th,  I  hope  as  a  silver  lining  there  might  be  some  positive  lessons 
learned,  if  you  will,  as  to  how  better  to  understand  Russia,  et  cetera. 

So  that's  -- 1  want  to  help  in  any  way  I  can,  but  I  think  helping  on  a  more  strategic 
level  would  make  this  all  worthwhile. 
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MR.  CONAWAY:  All  right.  Anything  else  before  I  yield  back?  Did  you  finish 
your  opening  statement? 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  I'll  just  kind  of  finish  on  that  long  --  on  that  side  as  well.  I  mean, 
you  know,  there's  been  a  lot  of  other  disasters  in  the  Intelligence  Community.  Again,  we 
talked  about  Middle  East,  but  also  Asia,  Africa,  Latin  America  with  the  Cuban  Missile  Crisis, 
and  beyond  throughout  its  history,  the  history  of  the  1C.  And,  you  know,  the 
embarrassments  related  to  the  dodgy  dossier  and  the  problems  that  this  helped  create  for 
our  great  country  here  at  home  carried  extraordinary  damage  for  average  citizens  like 
myself,  including  human  rights  violations,  domestic  terrorist  threats,  as  I  mentioned,  and, 
really,  efforts  to  undercut  our  democracy  based  on  those  falsehoods  that  were  put  out 
there.  So  I'd  look  forward  to  helping  with  that  as  time  goes  on. 

And,  you  know,  as  I  had  discussed  with  Robby  Mook  -- 1  went  to  a  continuing  legal 
education  meeting  with  him  a  couple  of  months  ago,  and  we  were  talking  about  lessons 
learned  from  the  hack,  the  DNC  and  Podesta  hack.  And  I  asked  him  afterwards,  well, 
that's  --  you  know,  the  Podesta  emails  and  the  DNC  emails,  they  were  all  proved  to  be  true. 
What  would  be  your  key  lessons  learned  in  terms  of  --  or  what  would  be  your 
recommendations  if,  similarly,  information  is  disclosed  about  yourself  and  your 
organization  but  it  turns  out  to  be  all  false?  You  know,  essentially  referring  to  the  dodgy 
dossier  with  the  allegations  against  me. 

And  he  made  a  really  interesting  point,  which  really  illustrated  a  lot  of  things.  He 
explained  how,  well,  if  you're  under  attack,  you  know,  if  your  organization  is  having  issues 
related  to  a  hack,  one  of  the  best  things  you  can  do  is  distract  attention.  Come  up  with  a 
new  story  line  and  put  out  some  sometimes  false  information  to  really  change  the  overall 
story.  And  he  alluded  to  the  election  this  year  in  France  and  how  France  used  the  exact 
same  technique. 


UNCLASSIFIED 


UNCLASSIFIED 


178 


And,  to  me,  sort  of,  the  honesty,  the  fact  that  he's,  I  mean,  essentially  admitting  to 
what  happened  --  and  it's  been  subsequently  proven,  with  these  recent  disclosures  in  The 
Washington  Post,  et  cetera,  with  the  law  firm  explaining  that  they  were  behind  the  dodgy 
dossier. 

So  there's  a  great  piece  to  that.  And  I  think,  you  know,  if,  jointly,  similar  to  the 
way  your  committee  has  done  great  in  working  together,  I  think  if  we  can  build  upon  some 
of  these  lessons  learned  and  really  look  at  ways  this  can  become  a  positive  for  our  country, 
I  think  --  if  we,  going  back  to  the  very  core  of  the  organization,  U.S.  Intelligence 
Community,  if  there's  an  improvement  in  terms  of  analysis  preventing  what  happened  to 
me  from  ever  happening  again,  I  think  there  is  a  big  silver  lining. 

And  similar  to  the  end  of  the  Cold  War,  for  the  lawyers  that  are  still  in  the  room, 
there  is  a  -- 1  went  to  an  international  law  conference  in  New  York,  and  they  talked  about 
two  major  turning  points  in  international  law.  First  was  at  the  end  of  the  Cold  War,  and 
the  other  -  or,  actually,  previously,  was  1942,  where  there  was  a  new  ability  to  bring 
people  together  and  improve  international  law. 

And  the  common  denominator  between  early  '90s  and  the,  sort  of,  end  of  World 
War  II  is  there  was  positive  relations  between  Russia  and  the  United  States.  And,  you 
know,  if  there's  any  incriminating  element  of  what  started  all  this  with  me,  it's  that 
somewhat  rare  position  which  I  think  the  person  I  was  supporting  similarly  supported  in 
the  past. 

So  I  hope  we  can  move  to  a  better  case  in  that  case  and  improve  law,  both 
internationally  and  here  domestically. 

MR.  CONAWAY:  All  right.  Thank  you. 

Without  objection,  the  chair  and  ranking  member  will  be  permitted  to  question  the 
witness  for  an  additional  30  minutes  each  and  may  yield  time  to  other  members  at  their 
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And,  with  that,  I  recognize  Mr.  Schiff. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Dr.  Page,  my  colleague  Mr.  Swalwell  asked  you  about  your  travel  last  year.  Did 
you  also  go  to  Brussels  after  your  Russia  trip? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  did. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  how  long  were  you  in  Brussels? 

MR.  PAGE:  Very  short.  It  was  the  --  well,  it's  the  holiday  at  the  end  -  Labor  Day 
weekend  in  late  August.  Labor  Day,  is  that  in  late  August?  I  always  get  Labor  Day  and 
Memorial  Day  confused.  But  Labor  Day.  And  I  went  for  essentially  a  long  weekend, 
maybe  4  nights  or  something. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Around  Labor  Day? 

MR.  PAGE:  In  the  end  of  the  summer,  yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  also  go  there  as  a  stop  after  your  Russia  trip  in  July? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  I  flew  -  it  was  this  --  because  there  -  I  tried  to  -- 1  told  you  I  had 
the  two  separate  conferences  I  went  --  or,  first,  I  gave  the  speech  in  Moscow, 
commencement  speech,  and  then  the  following  week  it  was  in  Cambridge.  I  tried  to  fly 
directly  from  Moscow  to  Cambridge  the  second  week  --  or  to  Heathrow  Airport  in  London. 
Unfortunately,  because  they  were  two  separate  tickets  and  two  separate  universities,  they 
both  sent  me  back  and  forth  through  JFK  Airport  in  New  York.  So  I  just  flew  directly  back. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Just  referring  to  an  email  from  July  7th,  2016,  Bates  stamped 

you  wrote  an  email  to  Walid  Phares,  J.D.  Gordon,  and  Tera  Dahl:  "FYI,  I'll 
land  LHR"  -  assuming  that's  Heathrow  --  "this  Sunday"  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Yep. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  and  I'll  be  in  the  U.K.  until  Wednesday  night,  July  10  through  13. 
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Short  Eurostar  ride  to  Brussels." 

So  did  you  go  to  Brussels? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  So  there  was  a  --  somewhere  in  this  email  chain  --  is  this  the  first 
Walid  --  no. 

What  happened  is  there  was  some  question  about  --  oh,  sorry,  Brussels.  I'm 
confusing  Brussels  and  Budapest.  It's  been  a  long  day.  No,  they're  referring  to 
European  Parliament.  And  I  think  I  may  have  misunderstood,  that  there's  this  thing  going 
on  with  the  European  Parliament,  and  I  just  offered  --  you  know,  it  sounded  like  an 
interesting  event,  and  I'd  be  happy  to  go  there,  I  think  is  what  I  was  referring  to. 

Let  me  actually  read  the  email.  I  vaguely  recall  this  email.  Let  me  just  give  it  a 
quick  read. 

Yeah,  I  was  just  offering  to  go.  They  never  --  and  I  may  have  misinterpreted  where 
there  was  something  European  Parliament,  which  I  assumed  was  in  Brussels,  but  it  may 
have  actually  been  in  Washington,  actually. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you  did  not  travel  to  Brussels  in  July? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  haven't  been  to  Brussels  in  at  least  5  years.  I  may  have  done  a 
transit  5  years  ago,  but  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  when  you  offered  that  you  would  be  happy  to  reroute  if  you 
guys  need  a  helping  hand,  what  were  you  referring  to? 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  they  just  said  there's  some  event  going  on,  and  I'm  happy  to  sit 
in  on  it.  It  sounded  interesting,  European  Parliament. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  "They"  meaning  Phares  and  Gordon,  or  Dahl?  Who's -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah.  Yeah.  Again,  my  passion  is  international  relations,  and  it 
sounded  like  quite  an  interesting  event,  so  --  again,  I  was  in  the  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So,  Dr.  Page,  when  you  were  referring  to  Brussels  earlier,  you  meant 
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to  refer  to  Budapest? 

MR.  PAGE:  I'm  sorry.  Yeah,  that  was -- 
MR.  SCHIFF:  And  when  were  you  in  Budapest? 

MR.  PAGE:  End  of  the  summer. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  End  of  last  summer? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  roughly  when  was  that? 

MR.  PAGE:  Sort  of,  the  last  weekend  in  the  summer.  Again,  it  was  a 
long  weekend. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  What  month  are  we  talking  about? 

MR.  PAGE:  August. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  in  late  August  you  were  in  Budapest. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  where  were  you  in  Budapest? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  stayed  at  just  an  apartment  hotel  there. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  do  you  remember  the  name  of  it? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall,  no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  what  was  the  purpose  of  your  travel  to  Budapest? 

MR.  PAGE:  It  was  a  long  weekend,  and  I  was  one  of  the  --  one  of  the  people  I  met 
was  the  Hungarian  Ambassador.  So  I  happened  to  meet  her  in  Cleveland.  She  was  one 
of  the  dozens  of  ambassadors  that  was  there.  So  I  made  that  trip. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you  met  the  Hungarian  Ambassador  at  the  Republican 
Convention. 

MR.  PAGE:  Uh-huh. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Is  that  right? 
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MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  you  stayed  in  --  is  it  a  man  or  woman,  the  Ambassador? 

MR.  PAGE:  It's  a  woman. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  you  stayed  in  touch  with  her  after  the  convention? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  was  the  purpose  of  your  trip  to  Budapest  in  the  late  summer  to 
visit  with  the  Ambassador? 

MR.  PAGE:  It  was  --  I've  actually  been  working  on  a  renewable  energy  project. 

Or  it's  one  of  the  projects  we've  been  looking  at.  And  so  there's  an  energy 
entrepreneur  -  there's  geothermal  springs  and  developments  going  on  in  Hungary,  and 
they've  been  pitching  that  for  quite  some  time  to  me.  And  so,  when  she  mentioned  she 
might  be  there  that  time  and,  you  know,  it'd  be  interesting  to  --just  offered  to  meet  up 
and  maybe  meet  with  a  few  people,  I  figured  that  might  be  a  good  opportunity  to  do 
something  which  I  had  been  hoping  to  do  for  some  time. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  this  conversation  you  had  with  the  Hungarian  Ambassador  at  the 
Republican  Convention,  you  discussed  a  potential  energy-related  project  with  her? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  remember  if  I  -  we  were  talking  more  just  foreign  policy  things. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  But  it  must  have  been  specific  enough  for  you  to  make  a  trip  out 
there  to  visit  with  her,  right? 

MR.  PAGE:  Nothing  too  specific.  Again,  similar  to  what  I  was  referring  to  in  the 
Brussels  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  make  other  plans  to  conduct  any  other  business  in  Budapest 
or  just  whatever  business  you  had  with  the  Ambassador? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  geothermal  project  I  mentioned.  I  had  a  long  meeting  related  to 

that. 


UNCLASSIFIED 


UNCLASSIFIED 


183 


MR.  SCHIFF:  And  the  geothermal  meeting,  was  that  set  up  prior  to  your  travel? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  remember  exactly  the  sequencing,  but  it  was  somewhere 
around  the  same  time. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  Mr.  Page,  what  I'm  trying  to  understand  here  is:  You  plan  a 
trip  to  Budapest  after  meeting  with  the  Hungarian  Ambassador,  but  you  can't  recall  any 
specifics  about  what  you  discussed  or  why  you'd  be  traveling  there  to  meet  with  her? 

MR.  PAGE:  Oh,  I  didn't  say  that.  I  said  — 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  you  don't  know  whether  the  geothermal  project  was  something 
you  had  even  discussed  with  anyone  in  advance  of  your  trip? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  I'm  saying,  again,  we  had  a  good  conversation  in  Cleveland,  and 
there  was  --  you  know,  she  offered  to  set  up  a  few  meetings  there,  and  so  I  had  some 
discussions  with  them  as  well. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  okay.  That's  somewhat  different.  What  meetings  did  she 
offer  to  set  up  for  you  in  Budapest? 

MR.  PAGE:  A  few  representatives  from  the  Hungarian  Government. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  what  representatives  from  the  Hungarian  Government? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  have  the  list  in  front  of  me.  I  can't  recall  specifically. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  what  was  their  portfolio? 

MR.  PAGE:  Different  --  different  things.  Again,  all  foreign  policy  --  or  mostly 
foreign-policy-related. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  that's  extraordinarily  vague,  Dr.  Page. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah.  Yeah.  Because  I  just  can't  recall. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  You  don't  remember  the  names  of  anyone  you  went  to  meet  with  or 
what  their  positions  were  in  the  Hungarian  Government? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  right  now,  I  can't  recall,  but  -- 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  And  you  went  --  was  this  the  only  destination  on  your  trip? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah.  It  was  just  back  and  forth. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you  went  all  the  way  to  Budapest,  but  you  can't  remember  who 
you  met  with  there  or  specifically  what  you  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  want  to -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  -- hoped  to  accomplish? 

MR.  PAGE:  There  are  --  again,  it  was  general  interest,  and  I've  also  always  had  an 
interest  in  these  potential  projects  in  Hungary.  So  it  seemed  like  a  --  again,  it's  a  long 
weekend,  and  there  was  --  it's  a  possibility  to  --  you  decide  what  you  want  to  do  in  any 
Labor  Day  weekend.  To  me,  that's  the  best  opportunity  of  what  to  do. 

So  there  was  a  good  chance  to  --  again,  similar  to  what  I've  explained.  I  have  an 
interest  in  foreign  policy,  and  I  have  an  interest  in  energy  markets,  right?  So  this  is  a  good 
opportunity  to  --  particularly  given  the  fact  that,  within  the  past  30  days,  all  of  my 
opportunities  from  a  Russia  context  have  started  to  have  this  major  dark  cloud,  which  only 
got  darker  and  darker,  right?  So,  having  had  a  long-term  interest  in  terms  of  Eastern 
Europe  and  possible  energy  investments  and  projects  there  --  and,  again  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And - 

MR.  PAGE:  —  this  person  had  been  pitching  this  idea  to  me  for  several  years,  and 
it  just  came  up  as  a  possibility  to  do  both.  And,  again,  it  was  a  long  weekend.  I'm 
just  --  had  a  chance  to  consider  these  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  what  is  the  Ambassador's  name? 

MR.  PAGE:  Reka  -- 1  can't  recall  her  last  --  the  spelling  of  her  last  name,  but  I  can 
add  that  to  the  -  I  believe  she's  still  there.  She  hasn't  been  here  that  long. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  you  communicated  with  her  in  email  after  meeting  with  her  at 
the  convention? 
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MR.  PAGE:  Yeah. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  you  have  those  emails? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  might.  I'm  not  sure. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Have  you  destroyed  or  deleted  any  of  your  emails? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  inten- -- no.  No.  I  have  -  on  my  computer,  I  have  emails. 

But  --  there's  a  1-gigabyte  memory  maximum  on  my  server,  but  my  computer,  sort  of, 
keeps  collecting.  It's  getting  pretty  heavy,  so  I'm  looking  forward  to  this  process  being 
over. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  But  you  haven't  deleted  any  of  your  emails  from  your  time  on  the 
campaign. 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  from  my  computer,  no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  have  you  deleted  them  from  the  cloud  or  anywhere  else? 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  again,  I  have  a  1-gigabyte  maximum  on  the  -  in  terms  of  the 
server  itself. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I  understand  that,  Dr.  Page,  but  my  question  is,  have  you  deleted  any 
of  your  emails  from  either  last  year  or  this  year? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  still  have  it  on  my  computer. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  the  answer  is  no? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  so,  yes.  I  believe  I  have  not  -- 1  have  everything  that  is  still 
on  my  computer. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  what  was  the  nature  of  the  project  that  you  discussed  while  you 
were  in  Budapest? 

MR.  PAGE:  It's  a  geothermal  project.  There  were  a  couple  of  different  -- 1  can 
provide  that  information.  I  don't  --  it's  been  --  again,  the  detailed  specifics  of  that  are  a 
distant  memory  given  everything  that  I've  been  subjected  to  over  the  last  -- 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  can  you  remember  anything  about  what  you  learned  on  your 
trip  to  Budapest? 

MR.  PAGE:  In  terms  of  the  geothermal? 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  that  was  ostensibly  the  purpose  of  your  trip,  right? 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  that  was  part  of  it,  and  also  to  meet  with  some  of  the  people 
from  the  Hungarian  Government,  so -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  All  right.  Let's  focus,  then,  on  the  Hungarian  Government.  Do  you 
remember  either  the  names  or  positions  of  any  of  the  Hungarian  Government  people  that 
you  met  with? 

MR.  PAGE:  Again,  similarly,  it's  --  the  names  are  somewhat  long  and  complicated, 
and  it's  been  over  a  year  since  I  had  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  is  the  answer  no? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  right  now,  no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  retain  their  cards? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  retained  -- 1  have  electronic  records,  yeah. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  what  did  you  discuss  with  the  Hungarian  Government  officials 
while  you  were  there? 

MR.  PAGE:  General  perspectives  on  Europe  and  international  relations  and 
foreign  policy. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  you  discuss  U.S.-Russia  relations  with  the  Hungarian 
Government? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  think  in  general.  That  was  not  the  focus  of  our  discussions.  But  I 
think  in  general  they  are  -  we  may  see  a  little  bit  more  eye-to-eye  on  that,  in  terms  of 
being  less  aggressive,  if  you  will,  in  terms  of  starting  new  confrontations  with  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  the  Hungarian  Government  has  a  very  pro-Russian  President 
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and  policy,  does  it  not? 

MR.  PAGE:  Pro-Russia  is  --  everything  is  relative.  I  mean,  relative  to  other 
countries  in  Europe,  I  think  that  would  be  a  fair  characterization. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  you  discuss  with  the  Hungarian  Government  representatives 
your  views  on  whether  the  sanctions  on  Russia  should  be  lifted? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  that  I  recall.  And  if  I  did,  it  may  have  come  up  in  passing  again. 
MR.  SCHIFF:  So  another  passing  reference  to  the  sanctions. 

MR.  PAGE:  At  the  most,  yeah.  Because  it's  not  really  relevant,  right?  I  mean, 
Hungary  is  not  going  to  be -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  it  depends  what  kind  of  transactions  you're  talking  about. 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  the  transactions  were  totally  separate,  right?  There's  -- 1 
happened  to  be  meeting  with  someone  who  I  had  been  in  touch  with  for  some  time,  but  - 
MR.  SCHIFF:  But  you're  saying  that  in  a  meeting  with  Hungary,  during  a  time  in 
which  you  are  a  foreign  policy  adviser  of  the  campaign  - 

MR.  PAGE:  Again,  not  much  of  a  foreign  policy--  given  this  point,  right? 

Because,  again,  a  month  earlier  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  at  the  time -- 
MR.  PAGE:  -- a  month  earlier  is  when -- 


MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page - 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  I'm  answering  your  question. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Go  ahead. 

MR.  PAGE:  A  month  earlier  is  when  I  started  getting  these  false  calls.  And  my 
ability  to  assist  or  help  out  with  the  campaign  as  an  informal,  unpaid  volunteer  was 
already  --  my  position  was  already  rapidly,  you  know,  declining.  So  I  Wasn't  --  not  really 
offering  anything,  right?  Again,  so  it  was  more  general  -- 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  at  the  time  you  met  the  Hungarian  Ambassador  at  the 
Republican  Convention,  did  you  convey  to  her  that  you  were  a  foreign  policy  adviser  for  the 
campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  She  knew  I  was  a  volunteer,  yeah,  so  --  but  nothing  major. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  She  knew  you  were  a  volunteer?  You  know,  people  who  knock  on 
doors  are  volunteers. 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  no. 


MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  she  know  you  were  a  foreign  policy  adviser? 

MR.  PAGE:  She  knew  that,  yes.  Well,  that's  the  reason  I  was  at  that  symposium. 
MR.  SCHIFF:  Right.  And  that's  also  part  of  the  reason  she  invited  you  to 


Hungary,  no? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  think  it  was  --  she  never  asked  for  anything,  you  know.  And  she 
mentioned  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  That's  not  my  question,  Dr.  Page. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  mentioned  Madeleine  Albright  in  one  of  the  those  emails  you  just 
referenced.  You  know  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  that's  not  my  question.  She  invited  you  to  Hungary  — 
MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  --  because  you  were  a  foreign  policy  adviser  to  the  campaign.  Isn't 


that  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  think  that  was  --  she  knows  a  lot  of  people,  and,  similarly,  in 
foreign  policy  circles,  there  are  a  lot  of  individuals  who  are  interested  and,  sort  of,  part  of 
the  foreign  policy  community  of  a  country. 

So  I  don't  think  --  she  never  asked,  you  know,  asked  me  for  anything  -- 
MR.  SCHIFF:  I'm  not  asking  if  she  asked  you  for  anything,  but  I  am  asking  you 
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whether  the  fact  that  you  were  a  foreign  policy  adviser  to  the  campaign  played  a  role  in 
why  she  invited  you  to  Hungary.  That  would  stand  to  reason,  would  it  not? 

MR.  PAGE:  She  may -- it  may  have  factored  in  a  little  bit.  But  I  wouldn't -- 1 
wouldn't  discount  or  rule  out  that  this  meeting  would  have  happened  anyway,  which 
is  --  you  know,  again,  because  going  back  throughout  the  years,  whether  it's  in  China, 
whether  it's  in  South  Africa,  Ukraine,  even,  you  know,  in  Brussels  --  you  know,  I  had  been  to 
Brussels  in  the  past  -  there  are  contacts  you  make.  And,  again,  it  was  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  But  this  contact  you  made  at  the  Republican  Convention  at  a  time 
when  you  were  a  foreign  policy  adviser  to  the  campaign,  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  Uh-huh.  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Okay. 

There's  nothing  more  you  can  recall  about  the  nature  of  your  meetings  with  the 
Hungarian  Government  officials,  Dr.  Page? 

MR.  PAGE:  General  discussions  about  their  development  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  you  convey  in  those  general  discussions  your  desire  for  a 
stronger  U.S. -Russia  relationship? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  recall  anything.  And  that  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  you - 

MR.  PAGE:  --  certainly  was  not  the  focus.  That  was  certainly  not  the  focus  of  any 
meeting,  or  the  substance  of  my  --  again,  it  was  more  general  Eastern  Europe.  You  know, 
they're  the  Visegrad  countries,  right?  That's  the  center  of  that  region. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Were  there  any  other  Trump  campaign  personnel  in  Budapest  at  the 
time  you  were  there? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  that  I'm  aware  of. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  any  of  the  government  officials  that  you  met  with  make 
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reference  to  any  other  Trump  campaign  personnel? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  --  again,  I  mentioned  the  Ambassador.  She  may  have  mentioned 
that  she  knew  somebody,  but  I  can't  recall  anything. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Who  did  the  Russian  -  I'm  sorry,  Russian  Ambassador  or  Hungary? 

MR.  PAGE:  Sorry,  sorry.  I'm -- you  got  me  thinking.  Sorry,  the  Hungarian 
Ambassador. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  the  Hungarian  Ambassador  may  have  mentioned  to  you  in 
Budapest  knowing  someone  else  from  the  Trump  campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  mentioned  that  she  knows  everyone.  She  mentioned  spending 
time  with  Madeleine  Albright. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  But  I'm  not  asking  about  Madeleine  Albright.  I -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  just  in  that  context.  She  was  going  down  a  long  list  of  names, 
and  someone's  from  the  Trump  campaign,  their  name  may  have  come  up.  And,  again, 
there  were  other  people  who  --  she's  in  the  foreign  policy  circles  in  Washington. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Yes. 

MR.  PAGE:  So,  actually,  no,  you  reminded  me,  you  reminded  me.  Now  it  came 
back  to  me.  Joe  Schmitz,  who  was  also,  you  know,  one  of  the  members  of  our 
he 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  the  only - 

MR.  PAGE:  That's  the  only -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  --  the  only  Trump  campaign  person  that  she  mentioned  to  you  that 
she  knew  during  your  discussions  in  Budapest  was  Joe  Schmitz 

MR.  PAGE:  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  she  ever  say  Joe  Schmitz  had  visited  her  in  Ukraine? 
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MR.  PAGE:  In  Ukraine? 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I'm  sorry.  In  Hungary? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  No,  I  don't  think  so.  She  might  have,  but  I  don't  think  so. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  either  the  Hungarian  Ambassador  or  any  of  the  other  Hungarian 
Government  officials  you  met  indicate  to  you  that  anyone  else  from  the  Trump  campaign 
had  been  in  Budapest  that  year? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  no.  Again,  it's  similar  to 
her  --  as  I  think  about  this  more  and  as  you  ask  me  more  questions,  I  remembered  her 
mentioning  Joe  Schmitz^^^mi^^^^mmU^I  She  may  have 
mentioned  someone  else  passing  through,  but  nothing  that  comes  to  mind. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  Michael  Cohen's  name  ever  come  up? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  think  so. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  You  don't  think  so  or  it  didn't? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  -- 1  probably  hear  thousands  --  I've  heard  thousands  of  names 
between  now  and  then. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I'm  sure  you  have,  but  not  thousands  of  lawyers  for  the  President. 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  that  I  can  recall.  Yeah,  not  that  I  can  recall.  And  certainly 
nothing  along  the  lines  of  these  crazy  allegations  from  the  same  person  that  disrupted  my 
life,  no,  in  terms  of  the  dodgy  dossier.  None  of  those  allegations.  Nothing  along  those 
lines  for  sure. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  while  you  were  in  Budapest,  did  you  meet  with  any  Russian 
natives  or  representatives  of  the  Russian  Government? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  that  I  can  recall.  There  may-- again,  similar  to  -  we  went  to 
a  --  you  know,  there  was  a  hotel,  and  we  had  a  coffee  at  a  hotel,  and  there  were  a  few 
people  passing  through.  There  may  have  been  one  Russian  person  passing  through  there. 
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But  I  have  no  recollection  because  it  was  totally  immaterial  and  nothing  serious  was 
discussed:  So  --  but  I  vaguely  recall  that,  you  know,  there  may  have  been  someone  that 
we,  you  know  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  That  you  may  have  met  a  Russian  national  at  one  of  the  functions? 

MR.  PAGE:  They  may  --  you  know,  just  in  passing  at  a  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Well,  Dr.  Page,  you  have  a  lot  of  conversations  in  passing. 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  and  that's  why  I'm  careful.  When  I  say  something,  unlike  John 
Podesta,  who  on  "Meet  the  Press"  just  says  definitively  to  Chuck  Todd  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  we're  not  talking  about  John  Podesta. 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  but  he's  very  --  that  I  met  with  Divyekin,  the  head  of  Russian 
intelligence,  said  to  Chuck  Todd  on  "Meet  the  Press."  When  I  say  something,  I  want  to  be 
entirely  sure.  So  I  just  add  that  caveat. 

Again,  nothing  serious  was  discussed,  but  I  meet  a  lot  of  people,  so  I  can't 
definitively  say  that  there  was  --  that  I  never  said  hello  to  anyone.  You  know,  I  seem  to 
vaguely  recall  briefly  saying  hello  to  someone  in  that  context  at  a  cafe. 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  And  who,  if  anyone,  did  you  stay  in  touch  with  that  you  had  met 
while  in  Budapest  after  your  trip? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  it  was  just  Reka,  and  there  was  one  other  person  who  was 
also  a  foreign  policy  person  who  I  stayed  in  touch  with.  I  cannot  remember  his  name.  I 
could  let  you  know  that. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Who  was  that? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  recall  his  name. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  what  do  they  do? 

MR.  PAGE:  They  are  a  foreign  policy  person  related  to  --  in  the  government.  I 
can't  remember  their  exact  title.  And,  again,  he  is  more  -  similar  to  what  I  am  explaining 
on  the  --  in  terms  of  my  contacts  and  the  people  I  interact  with  in  the  U.K.,  in  Canada,  in 
China -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  I'm  not  asking  about  China  and  Canada. 

MR.  PAGE:  It  is  scholars.  He  is  a  scholar  and  an  expert  in  foreign  policy. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Is  he  a  scholar,  or  does  he  work  for  the  Hungarian  Government? 

MR.  PAGE:  He  was  working  for  the  Hungarian  Government. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  you  don't  know  what  his  portfolio  is? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Do  you  know  whether  he  was  with  the  Hungarian  intelligence? 

MR.  PAGE:  Look,  similar  to  that  phrase,  and  I  think  someone  said  it  in  your 
committee,  one  of  the  meetings,  people  don't  wear  badges.  Right?  Everyone 
has  -  similar  to  me  spending  the  day  with  you  gentlemen  and  --  ladies  and  gentlemen  --  is 
you  have  contacts,  right?  As  far  as  I  know,  he  is  not. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I  am  asking  you  about  a  Hungarian  Government  official  with  which 
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you  stayed  in  touch  after  you  left  the  country,  and  you  can't  tell  us  his  name.  You  can't 
tell  us  what  government  agency  he  might  have  been  with.  You  can't  tell  us  in  particular 
what  you  discussed.  You  can't  tell  us  much  of  anything. 

MR.  PAGE:  Because  my  life  has  been  completely  changed  in  the  last  15  months, 
and  it  is  a  distant  memory  of  a  world  I  used  to  live  in  before  the  death  threats  and  all  the 
crazy  attacks  and  the  dozens  of  media  requests  I  get  a  day  asking  questions  of  similar  to 
what  we  discussed  a  couple  of  hours  ago,  about  whether  or  not  I  ever  met  Papadopoulos, 
right?  When  you  are  getting  —  when  I  have  gotten  a  hundred  Papadopoulos  questions 
over  the  last  48  hours,  it's  hard  to  remember  who  I  met  15  months  ago,  frankly. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  let  me  turn  your  attention  back  to  the  Republican 
Convention.  Did  you  participate  in  any  discussions  with  other  people  from  the  campaign 
about  the  Republican  Party  platform? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  I  actually  --  there  has  been  so  many  false  allegations  about  this. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  You  said  no. 

MR.  PAGE:  Okay. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  I  assume  that's  an  accurate  answer,  right? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes.  Again,  I  may  have  been  on  email  chains.  I  received  an  email 
from  J.D.  I  can't  remember  the  exact  timing.  But  he  alluded  to  some  change  in  the 
Republican  Party  platform.  But  again,  that  was  the  week  before.  It's  a 
2-week  -  everyone  thinks  of  the  RNC  as  1  week.  The  week  before  is  when  they  do  all  the 
platform  changes,  right? 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you  received  an  email  from  J.D.  Gordon  at  some  point? 

MR.  PAGE:  To  the  best  of  my  recollection  vaguely. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  During  or  after  the  convention? 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  it  must  have  been  before  because  -- 1  believe  it  was  before. 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  Was  it  before  or  after  the  debate  over  the  Ukraine  amendment? 

MR.  PAGE:  To  the  best  of  my  recollection  -- 1  mean,  he  alluded  to  some,  discussion 
about  that.  I  can't  remember  what  the  outcome  of  -  was  on  that.  Bud  I  had  no  input 
whatsoever  to  that  topic  of  conversation. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  you  provide  your  own  opinion,  either  before,  during,  or  after 
about  how  the  issue  was  resolved? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall.  I  can't  recall.  In  general,  if  I  had  to  guess,  my  position 
would  be  I  am  interested  in  peace,  right?  And  I  think  arming  more  people  — 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Now,  Dr.  Page,  I  am  not  asking  about  your  policy  view.  I  am  asking 

you  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  I  might  have  expressed  words  to  that  effect,  where  I  am  hoping,  you 
know  --  to  me,  if  you  ask  my  personal  opinion  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I  am  not.  I  am  asking  you  what  you  have  communicated  to  other 
Trump  campaign  people. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall.  If  you  are  asking  me  now,  and  probably  what  I  would 
have  said  then  and  what  I  would  say  any  time  in  my  life  is  sometimes  the  more  people  you 
arm  and  the  more  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page,  I  am  not  asking  you  your  policy  views.  I  am  interested  in 
what  you  have  communicated  during  the  campaign,  during  the  convention. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall.  I  can't  recall. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Let  me  draw  your  attention  to That  is  a  July  14, 
2016,  email  to  J.D.  Gordon,  Joseph  Schmitz,  Bert  Mizusawa,  Chuck  Kubic,  Walid  Phares,  and 
Tera  Dahl,  that  says:  "As  for  the  Ukraine  amendment,  excellent  work."  Does  this 
refresh  your  recollection  of  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  it's  just  expressing  what  I  feel.  Right?  This  is  -- 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  Does  it  refresh  your  recollection  at  all  about  what  other  interactions 
you  may  have  had  with  the  campaign  about  the  amendment? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  This  is  the  only  thing  I  --  is  my  only  interaction  that  I  vaguely 
recall.  And  this  expresses  my  personal  opinion.  And  that's  all  that  was.  And  all  those 
people  who  are  on  that  list  are  individuals  who  had  --  again,  they  are  informal  advisers, 
members  of  a  volunteer  committee,  and  they  are  offering  an  opinion. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  ever  communicate  with  Paul  Manafort  about  the  Ukraine 
amendment? 

MR.  PAGE:  Definitely  not.  The  only  email  I  sent  to  him  was  late -- 1  believe 
later  -- 1  forget  the  exact  timing,  but  later  in  the  summer  when  we  got  the  call  from  The 
New  York  Times.  So~ 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  here  these -- you  can  answer  a  quick  yes  or  no.  Did  you  ever 
meet  Peter  Smith,  a  GOP  operative? 

MR.  PAGE:  That's  a  very  common  name,  but  I  believe  not.  I  have  met  a  lot  of 
Smiths  over  the  years. 


MR.  SCHIFF:  Peter  Smith  claimed  to  have  run  an  operation  to  find  or  authenticate 
the  missing  Hillary  Clinton  emails.  So  you  never  came  across  Peter  Smith.  Did  you  have 
any  discussion  about  Peter  Smith  with  anyone  connected  with  the  Trump  campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 


MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  ever  discuss -- 

MR.  PAGE:  On  those  topics,  I  never  had  any  discussions  either,  so  -- 
MR.  SCHIFF:  Okay. 

MR.  PAGE:  With  anyone.  So  definitely  not  --  if  that's  what  he's  into,  that's  not 
someone  I  am  in  that  world.  I  am  in  the  policy  world,  so -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  I  think  you  said  earlier  you  had  no  interactions  with  General 
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Flynn,  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  How  about  Roger  Stone? 

MR.  PAGE:  He  was  at  a  book  signing  for  --  in  May  of  2016,  and  I  went  to  a  book 
signing  at  the  Republican  Club  on  the  Upper  East  Side  of  Manhattan.  And  so  I  said  a  very 
brief  hello  to  him  then. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  that  was  your  only  interaction? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah.  He  asked  me-- when  I  told  him  I  was  a  volunteer  for  the 
campaign,  he  says:  Are  you  a  neocon? 

And  I  said:  I  am  the  furthest  thing  from  a  neocon  you  can  imagine.  And  that 
was  —  he  laughed  and  then  walked  on.  That  was  the  end  of  our  discussions. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  these  are  probably  very  quick  answers.  Any  contact  with  Erik 

Prince? 


MR.  PAGE:  No.  I  don't  believe  so. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Any  contact  with  Michael  Cohen? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Donald  Trump  Junior? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Eric  Trump. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  --  when  I  sent  in  my  letter  of  --  saying  that  I  am  taking  a  leave  of 
absence  from  the  campaign,  I  sent  an  email  to  him  and  a  bunch  of  other  individuals.  So 
that  was  on  -  late  on  Sunday  night,  after  I  had  sent  the  letter  to  James  Comey.  I  sent  a 
copy  of  that  to  them. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you  sent  a  letter  to  Eric  Trump,  but  you  have  had  no  other 
interaction  with  him  apart  from  that? 
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MR.  PAGE:  No.  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  how  about  Ivanka  Trump? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  have  any  discussion  with  anyone  affiliated  with  the  campaign 
or  the  White  House  in  preparation  for  your  testimony  today? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Have  you  had  any  interaction  with  Michael  Caputo? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Have  you  had  any  interaction  with  Steve  Bannon? 

MR.  PAGE:  We  --  we  had  a  brief  conversation  in  January,  and  we  shared  some  text 
messages.  That's  about  it. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  January  of  this  year? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  What  was  the  nature  of  your  text  message  exchange? 

MR.  PAGE:  It  was  --  he  heard  that  I  was  going  to  be  on  I  believe  it  was  an  MSNBC 
event.  And  he  just  said  it's  probably  not  a  good  idea.  So - 
MR.  SCHIFF:  And  he  heard  this  from  whom? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  am  not  sure,  but -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  he  was  telling  you  not  to  go  on  MSNBC? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  he  texted  this  to  you? 

MR.  PAGE:  He  called  me.  It  was  right  when  I  was  --  it  was  in  mid-January,  so  -- 
MR.  SCHIFF:  And  how  did  he  have  your  number? 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  I  mean,  I  think  there  is  the  campaign  had  my  number.  He 
probably  got  it  from  the  campaign,  if  I  had  to  guess.  I  don't  know. 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  And  did  Mr.  Bannon  tell  you  why  he  didn't  want  you  to  go  on 
MSNBC? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  But  it  turns  out,  I  mean,  I  saw  eventually  the  same  day  and  in 
the  same  hour  slot  in  the  "Meet  the  Press"  daily,  it  was  Vice  President  Pence.  And  this  is 
kind  of  a  week  after  the  dodgy  dossier  was  fully  released.  And  so  I  can  understand,  you 
know,  given  reality,  why  it  might  not  be  a  good  idea  when  he  heard,  probably  from  the 
producer  --  somehow  the  word  got  back  via  the  producers  that  I  would  be  on  there,  so  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I  am  not  sure  that  I  follow  that,  but  in  any  event,  apart  from  your 
speculating  about  it,  what  did  he  communicate  as  to  why  he  thought  you  should  not  go  on 
MSNBC? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  the  specifics. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  he  tell  you  he  thought  it  would  be  hurtful  to  the  President? 

MR.  PAGE:  Not  specifically,  although  there  was  a  -- 1  had  received  --  we  had 
some  -  letter  exchanges  previously,  kind  of  sharing  -  between  Jones  Day  and  myself,  just 
saying  -- 1  forget  the  exact  terminology,  but  --  you  know,  the  overall  message  was:  Don't 
give  the  wrong  impression.  Or  my  interpretation  of  the  message  was:  Don't  give  the 
wrong  impression  that  you're  part  of  the  administration  or  the  Trump  campaign. 

And  my  response  to  that  was,  of  course,  I'm  not.  The  only  reason  |  ever  talked  to 
the.media  is  to  try  to  clear  up  this  massive  mess  which  has  been  created  about  my  name. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So  you  received,  previous  to  your  phone  call  from  Mr.  Bannon,  you 
had  received  correspondence  from  Jones  Day? 

MR.  PAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  the  correspondence  indicated  that  you  should  not  be  --  you 
should  not  represent  yourself  as  a  representative  of  the  campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  Correct.  Which  I  was  not  doing.  Yeah.  And  which  - 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  Jones  Day  was  representing  whom? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  campaign. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Now,  this  is  January  of  this  year,  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  Pre-inauguration,  yes. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Pre-inauguration.  And  did  the  letter  indicate  who  they  were 
speaking  on  behalf  of,  apart  from  the  campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  campaign.  It  says,  you  know,  Donald  J.  Trump  for  President, 
whatever  the  full  term  is. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  how  long  before  the  call  you  got  from  Mr.  Bannon  had  you 
received  the  correspondence? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall  the  exact  timing. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Now,  you  weren't  going  to  go  onto  the  MSNBC  and  say  you  were  still 
representing  the  campaign,  were  you? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  No.  But  again,  I  am  the  biggest 
embarrassment  --  unfortunately,  I  am  the  biggest  embarrassment  surrounding  the 
campaign. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dr.  Page - 

MR.  PAGE:  So  that's  my  interpretation. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So,  when  Mr.  Bannon  called  you  to  ask  you  not  to  go  on,  did  he  make 
any  reference  to  the  correspondence  from  the  campaign? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  recall.  Again,  I  had  just  gotten  off  a  14-hour  flight  from  Abu 

Dhabi. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  He  just  made  it  clear  he  didn't  want  you  to  do  the  interview? 

MR.  PAGE:  That's  all  I  recall,  yeah. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  what  did  you  tell  him? 


UNCLASSIFIED 


UNCLASSIFIED 


201 


MR.  PAGE:  I  told  him:  I  won't  do  it.  That's  fine.  No  big  deal. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  have  any  further  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  I  mean,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection  --  again,  I  may  have  used  the 
opportunity  --  this  is  the  first  time  I  ever  talked  to  him  in  my  life.  I  may  have  brought  up 
the  need  to  fix  this  disaster  of  a  story  that  really  was  the  biggest  influence  on  the  election, 
this  false  narrative  which  had  been  put  out  with  the  world  premiere  of  the  dodgy  dossier. 
Again,  we  learned  more  about  it  on  January  10th,  but  I  was  the  main  person  attacked. 

And  at  some  point,  this  really  needs  to  be  fixed.  And  that's  what  my  main  focus  is 
because  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  But  Dr.  Page,  he  didn't  want  you  talking.  Isn't  that  right? 

MR.  PAGE:  He  didn't  want  --  he  didn't  want  me  talking  that  day.  That's  all  I  can 
say.  In  terms  of  that  one  time  block  when  there  is  a -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Did  you  have  any  conversation  or  interaction  with  Kellyanne 
Conway? 

MR.  PAGE:  Never. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I  think  I  asked  you  earlier  about  General  Kellogg.  Tera  Dahl.  How 
about  Bernadette  Kilroy-Martin? 

MR.  PAGE:  You  referenced  some  email.  Did  I  get  an  email  from  her?  Oh,  yeah, 
Bernadette.  I  can't  even  remember  the  name  until  you  told  me  --  you  mentioned  it  to 
me. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  But  apart  from  that  one  reference,  you  don't  recall  any  meetings  or  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  To  be  honest  with  you,  I  can't  even  remember  who  she  is.  This  is  not 
clear  from  the -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  There  are  two  generals,  Keith  Kellogg  and  Joseph  Kellogg  --  unless  I 
have  it  wrong.  Which  did  you  have  interaction  with? 
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MR.  PAGE:  Keith. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Keith  Kellogg.  Did  you  have  any  interaction  with  Brad  Parscale? 

MR.  PAGE:  The  name  is  vaguely  familiar,  but  I  don't  believe  so. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  He  was  the  head  of  the  campaign's  digital  arm. 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  no.  I  had  nothing  do  with  any  of  that. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  I  assume  you  had  no  interaction  with  anyone  from  Cambridge 
Analytica? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Do  you  know  Felix  Sater? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Have  you  had  any  interaction  with  Oleg  Deripaska  or  any  of  his 
representatives? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  It's  a  big  conglomerate,  and  so  I  may  have  years  ago  met  some 
people.  Again,  I  am  being  careful.  But  no  direct  interaction  with  him,  no  direct 
interaction  with  anyone  senior  in  his  organization.  But  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  that's  one  of 
the  biggest  conglomerates  in  Russia,  right?  So  it's  like  not  quite  a  General  Electric,  but  it's 
in  that  order  of  magnitude.  So  I  would  never  say  that  I  haven't  met  anyone  from  General 
Electric,  but  no  material  discussions  and  never  did  anything  with  any  of  them. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Okay.  Dr.  Page,  I  am  going  to  go  through  a  list  of  names  quickly. 
You  probably  have  had  no  contact  with  most  of  these  people.  So,  if  we  can  go  through 
them  without  any  additional  commentary,  that  would  be  great. 

MR.  PAGE:  But  just  with  the  caveat  that  if  I  --  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

MR.  CONAWAY:  I  call  to  the  gentleman's  attention  that  they  have  called  votes. 

Do  you  think  we  can  land  this  plane  before  we  have  to  go  vote? 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I  am  going  to  do  my  very  best. 
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MR.  CONAWAY:  Okay.  Notice  he  is  10  minutes  past,  and  reset  the  30-minute 

clock. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

I  may  have  asked  you  --  well,  I  asked  you  about  the  bank,  but  Sergei  Gorkov?  Any 
interaction  with  him? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  When  I  ask  you  about  any  interaction,  I  mean  conversations, 
emails  -- 

MR.  PAGE:  Gorkov  is  Vnesheconom,  I  believe,  right? 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Yes. 

MR.  PAGE:  Yeah,  no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  So,  with  respect  to  all  these  questions  I  am  asking  --  when  I  say  "any 
interaction,"  I  mean  in  writing  or  in  person. 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Same  question  about  Dmitry  Peskov. 

MR.  PAGE:  Is  Peskov  the  public  relations? 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Yes. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  went  into  an  RT  interview.  I  said  -  I  nodded  at  him  as  he  was 
walking  into  another  RT  interview.  I  had  no  direct  interaction  with  him. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  that  was  when?  During  the  July  Moscow  trip? 

MR.  PAGE:  December.  December  Moscow  trip. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Decembertrip.  Sergey  Ivanov. 

MR.  PAGE:  He  used  to  be  a  senior  official,  I  believe? 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Yes. 

MR.  PAGE:  There  was  somebody  at  a  Council  on  Foreign  Relations  I  had  asked  a 
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question  with  5,  6  years  ago,  but  no  relationship  beyond  that. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Sergey  Lavrov. 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  never. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Mikhail  Fridman. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  believe  he  was  at  the  --  when,  in  2008,  the  then  --  Dmitry  Medvedev 
spoke  at  the  Council  on  Foreign  Relations  here  in  Washington.  I  said  hello  to  him  briefly. 
MR.  SCHIFF:  Peter  Aven. 

MR.  PAGE:  Peter  Aven.  I  believe  they  were  standing  next  to  each  other  because 
they  are  Alfa  partners.  But  that  was,  again,  9  years  ago,  a  hello. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  I  already  asked  you  about  the  Agalarovs.  Rob  Goldstone? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Victor  Vekselberg? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Konstantin  Kilimnik? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Nikolai  Patrushev? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Dmitry  Rogozin? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Evgeny  Prigozhin? 

MR.  PAGE:  No. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  I  already  asked  about  Veselnitskaya  and  Akhmetshin  and  Ike 
Kaveladze.  You  said  no  to  Ike  Kaveladze,  correct? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  can't  even  remember  the  name.  Who  is  he  again?  I  don't  know 
anyone  by  that  name. 
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MR.  SCHIFF: 
MR.  PAGE: 
MR.  SCHIFF: 
MR.  PAGE: 
MR.  SCHIFF: 
MR.  PAGE: 
MR.  SCHIFF: 
MR.  PAGE: 
MR.  SCHIFF: 
MR.  PAGE: 
MR.  SCHIFF: 
MR.  PAGE: 
MR.  SCHIFF: 
MR.  PAGE: 
MR.  SCHIFF: 
MR.  PAGE: 
MR.  SCHIFF: 
MR.  PAGE: 
MR.  SCHIFF: 
MR.  PAGE: 
MR.  SCHIFF: 
MR.  PAGE: 
MR.  SCHIFF: 
with  Mr.  Baranov? 
MR.  PAGE: 


Okay.  Yuriy  Chaika? 

No. 

Igor  Diveykin? 

Never. 

Leonard  Blavatnik. 

No. 

Konstantin  Kosachev. 

No. 

Anyone  from  Rossotrudnichestvo? 

Doesn't  ring  a  bell. 

That's  the  government  agency  under  the  Ministry  of  Foreign  Affairs. 
No. 

Victor  Yanukovych? 

The  Ukrainian? 

Yes. 

No. 

Have  you  had  any  communication  with  Guccifer  2? 

No. 

Or  DCleaks? 

Never. 

Wikileaks  or  Julian  Assange? 

No. 

Did  you  ever  raise  any  issues  of  future  bilateral  energy  cooperation 

No.  I  may  have  expressed  a  general  opinion  in  the  13  years  I  have 


UNCLASSIFIED 


UNCLASSIFIED 


206 


known  him,  but  -- 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  what  about  during  July? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  believe  so,  no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Were  you  aware,  prior  to  December  of  last  year,  of  a  potential  sale  of 
a  19-percent  interest  in  Rosneft? 

MR.  PAGE:  It  was  in  the  news.  I  can't  remember  when  exactly  that  came  out, 
but  -- 1  knew  about  it  from  the  news.  It's  been  in  the  market  for  quite  some  time,  people 
that  follow  the  energy  sector.  But,  again,  given  everything  I've  been  through,  I  can't  recall 
exactly  when  that  started  to  be  known.  But  it  was  definitely  during  the  summer  at  some 
point.  What  date  exactly  I  can't  recall. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Now,  Dr.  Page,  do  you  have  more  than  one  passport? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  have  my  U.S.  passport,  and  I  have 

So  I  -- 1  have  that,  which  I  still  maintain. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Do  you  use  the  residence  permit  to  travel? 

MR.  PAGE:  Well,  it's  expired,  actually,  but,  you  know, 

I  present  both  passports.  So  it  remains  active. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Now,  when  you  travel  you 

mentioned,  does  that  permit  you  to  travel  through  the  Schengen  zone  without  using  a  U.S. 
passport? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  never  travel  anywhere  -- 1  have  never  in  my  life  traveled  anywhere 
not  using  my  U.S.  passport.  They  are  both  U.S.  passports. 

And  since  I  haven't  had  a  chance  to  update  it  in  terms  of 
this  residence  permit,  I  just  carry  the  two. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  And  I  take  it.  Dr.  Page,  you  have  never  used  an  alias? 

MR.  PAGE:  Never. 
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MR.  SCHIFF:  Were  you  in  Russia  during  the  Miss  Universe  Pageant  in  2013? 

MR.  PAGE:  No.  Although  the  aliases  I  do  use  now  only  relate  to  the  death 
threats  I  have  gotten  to  try,  to  keep  a  low  profile. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  But  you  have  never  traveled  under  an  alias? 

MR.  PAGE:  No,  no,  never. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  The  public  reports  of  Felix  Sater,  Michael  Cohen,  and  others,  Andrey 
Artemenko  proposing  a  Ukraine  settlement,  do  you  know  anything  about  that? 

MR.  PAGE:  I  don't  know  anything  about  that? 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Do  you  know  Andrey  Artemenko? 

MR.  PAGE:  Doesn't  ring  a  bell,  no. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

I  yield  back. 

MR.  CONAWAY:  All  right.  So,  Dr.  Page,  we  have  discussed  several  documents 
today  which  you  agreed  to  provide  us,  and  we  appreciate  that.  In  addition  to  the  specific 
documents  we  have  discussed,  I  want  to  remind  you  that  you  remain  under  obligation  to 
produce  any  documents  in  your  possession  responsive  to  the  subpoena  issued  on 
October  4,  2017.  Now  that  you  have  confirmed  that  you  do  in  fact  have  such  documents, 
you  are  directed  to  produce  them  no  later  than  2  weeks  from  today,  November  16,  2017. 

In  producing  documents,  please  be  sure  to  comply  with  the  instructions  accompanying  the 
subpoena,  including  with  respect  to  any  privileges.  If  you  do  not  comply,  the  committee 
will  consider  that  additional  steps  may  be  appropriate  to  enforce  it. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  committee  staff  be  authorized  to  make  any  technical, 
grammatical,  and  conforming  changes,  including  redactions  of  personally  identifiable 
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information,  to  the  transcript  before  it  is  released. 

With  that,  Dr.  Page,  I  need  to  apologize  to  you.  I  was  confronted  on  my  way  back 
down  here  by  a  CNN  reporter  asking  me  to  comment  on  Mr.  Schiff's  inartful 
comment  --  question  about  were  there  any  reasons  why  you  could  not  answer  our 
questions.  I  thought  that  was  going  to  be  out  of  the  conversation,  and  apparently,  it's 
not.  It's  already  being  asked  by  CNN  about  the  question  that  I  think  my  colleague  wished 
he  had  phrased  differently. 

MR.  PAGE:  I  haven't  left  the  SCIF  since  this  morning. 

MR.  CONAWAY:  I  know  that.  I  am  apologizing  in  advance. 

MR.  SCHIFF:  Your  apology  should  come  to  me.  I  am  not  sure  what  you  are 
referring  to. 

MR.  CONAWAY:  In  a  second. 

Without  objection,  so  ordered. 

I  also  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  committee's  security  director  to  review  the 
transcript  of  today's  hearing  to  ensure  appropriate  classification  and  to  make  any 
necessary  redactions  of  classified  information  from  the  open  session  before  the  transcript 
is  released. 

Without  objection,  so  ordered. 

And  this  interview  is  adjourned. 

[Whereupon,  at  4:58  p.m.,  the  committee  was  adjourned.] 
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